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Nationalist comment 





An angry nation erupts 

The confrontational atmosphere of current 
British politics heated up quite a few degrees 
last month when Parliament Square in West¬ 
minster became the scene of rioting of a kind 
which would have been unthinkable only a 
few years ago. The angry crowd which 
became engaged in a vicious battle with the 
police was not your usual left-wing ‘Renta- 
mob’ but comprised ordinary folk from all 
walks of life: bank managers, solicitors, 
doctors and engineers, as well as farmers and 
other country people. The issue was Tony 
Blair’s motion in the Commons to get a ban 
on foxhunting but, as with the massive 
countryside marches a short time ago, the 
occasion provided a rallying point for the 
long-passive citizens of Middle Britain to 
vent their fury upon an increasingly hated 
government. 

Indeed, the unwashed legions of the left 
would not have felt at all at home on this 
demo. Most of them support the anti-hunting 
lobby and are more likely to be seen among 


the hunt saboteurs. Probably they would 
have found the mood of the Westminster 
protesters positively frightening - and with 
good reason. Here was yet another sign - and 
a very striking one - of a new militancy 
among the people of this land whose 
disposition is patriotic, traditionalist and 
‘anti’ just about everything represented by 
political correctness. It would not have been 
wise - or safe - for Socialist Workers’ Party 
personnel to have been present in front of 
Parliament on September 15th! 

Stephen Glover, writing in the Daily 
Mail the next day, caught the occasion 
perfectly:- 

“The protests marked an explosion of 
rage from people who would normally not 
think of demonstrating, far less of finding 
themselves at the wrong end of a 
policeman’s baton. These are the silent 
majority who pay their taxes and obey the 
law.” 

Foxhunting itself is not everyone’s cup of 
tea. This editor has never wished to engage 
in it. But it is a British tradition which people 
should be free to be part of if they so choose. 
And that is why New Labour is so anxious to 
crush it. As one participant in the demo told 
Spearhead , “they are against it because it is 
part of our heritage.” 

And that is the point. Our whole heritage 
is in danger. What is now so welcome is that 
more and more people are willing to come 
out onto the streets and fight for it. The anger 
of that crowd in Westminster is an encour¬ 
aging omen. It indicates, once again, that the 
people of Britain have had enough and are on 
the warpath! 


Unemployment: the truth 

For years, governments have been trying 
to deceive the British public that we have a 
low unemployment rate in the United 
Kingdom. We have never believed their 
figures. The very fact that manufacturing 
industry, on which this country’s economic 
prosperity and strength were built, has been 
almost gutted and we import so much from 
abroad opens up the question: if so few are 
out of work, where are the millions who are 
supposed to be in work? Are they all 
producing picture postcards of pretty rural 
scenes? Come to think of it, they could not 
possibly be because most postcards these 
days seem to be printed in places like China! 

Now something of the truth is coming 
out. It has been admitted that a figure 
approximate to eight million Britons are 
jobless according to the proper definition of 
what constitutes an employed person. Is this 
Spearhead or BNP propaganda? No, it 
comes from the Office for National Statis¬ 
tics, a public body. In a recent report it was 
stated that the number of ‘economically 
inactive’ people in the country has soared by 
nearly a quarter of a million since Labour 
came to power in 1997 - while ministers 
have been claiming that they are cutting 
unemployment. Included in the eight million 
are 2.7 million incapacity benefit claimants, 
of whom a large number are perfectly 
capable of work but have not been pressed 
into finding it. Then there are more than a 
million young people under 25 who are 
neither studying nor working. These categ¬ 
ories of people have not been included in the 
numbers of unemployed because they are not 
actively seeking work and are not therefore 
registered at job centres and are not claiming 
allowances. 

Many more have disappeared from the 
unemployment figures because they have 
taken early retirement - a tendency itself 
symptomatic of the dismal job prospects of a 
lot of folk who are well able to work but 
have been thrown on the scrapheap, though 
having the means to get by. Others, of 
course, are not so fortunate. 

Yet more are not registered as unem¬ 
ployed either because they have part-time 
jobs or are engaged in training schemes. 
Precise figures for these are not known but 
they almost certainly run into several millions. 

In any event, the ONS has stated that 
7,879,000 people of working age - 4.6 
million of them under 50 - were ‘inactive’ in 
July, and the number is rising. 

These statistic are not only an appalling 
reflection on the economic policies of the 
present Government but so are they almost 
equally so on its predecessor. Both have lied 
to conceal from the British people the appall¬ 
ing consequences of free trade and global¬ 
ism. 
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on the month’s news 


A coolie labour country 

Against the general industrial trends just 
highlighted, it seems that Britain is now 
building more motor cars than for some 
time. But wait a minute! The companies 
producing them are nearly all non-British. 

In a report last month from the Society of 
Motor Manufacturers and Traders it was 
stated that cars are being made “at a rate not 
seen since the motor industry heyday of the 
1970s.” The report went on to say: “Good 
industrial relations and worker flexibility 
have made the UK a magnet to foreign 
firms.” And:- 

“Car-makers from Germany, France and 

Japan favour building vehicles here 

because Britain now has the world’s most 

international motor industry.” 

To which, one supposes, we British are 
supposed to wag our tails! But the reality is 
that we should be thoroughly ashamed. 
Saying that we have the world’s most ‘inter¬ 
national’ motor industry is just another way 
of stating that most of our motor factories are 
foreign-owned. Why should they be? If 
better industrial relations and greater worker 
flexibility are resulting in the industry being 
more efficient, why are there not British 
motor companies able to take advantage of 
this and thus plough the profits back into the 
British economy? Why indeed have success¬ 
ive governments allowed most of the 
industry to fall into foreign hands? 

There is at present just one major motor 
manufacturer here that is British-owned, and 
that is Rover - bought back into British 
hands from Germany’s BMW, which made a 
hash of running it. But for how long will 
Rover remain British? The latest news is that 
the company is ready to sell out - to the 
Chinese! 

In a Times report on August 25th it was 
stated that Rover’s owners “would welcome 
a Chinese takeover.” The company being 
lined up for this exercise is the Shanghai 
Automotive Industry Corporation. 

Would welcome! Just what is the matter 
with our industrialists? Are they so totally 
lacking in national pride that they would like 
the whole of motor manufacturing in Britain 
to be under foreign ownership and direction? 
And the same question must be asked of 
governments which seem to have been 
encouraging this for years? 

The pioneers of the Industrial Revolution 
reduced to a pack of coolies! Think about it 
the next time you feel like waving the 
national flag at a football match. 

A cop who speaks for Blair? 

Catching criminals is no longer a top 
priority of Britain’s police. Who said this? 
No less a person than Chris Fox, President of 
the Association of Chief Police Officers - 


yes, the same body that wants to sack 
policemen and women who support the 
British National Party (see Frank Kimbal 
Johnson on page 9). And what is Mr. Fox’s 
alternative to catching offenders? It is 
‘reducing’ the offences they commit. And 
what is his prescription for this? “Our major 
effort,” he says, “is to take work on the 
causes of crime and stop crime.” 

Causes of crime? This sounds very much 
like Tony Blair in the run-up to the 1997 
general election: “Tough on crime; tough on 
the causes of crime.” The latter, of course, is 
nothing more than pure sociological gobble- 
degook that could have come straight out of 
the mouth of Dr. Heinz Kiosk of the Peter 
Simple column. As has been said thousands 
of times, if we accept that poverty, unem¬ 
ployment and lack of educational oppor¬ 
tunities - popular excuses for criminality in 
New Labour circles - are valid causes for it, 
there would have been far more crime in 
Britain in the 1930s, instead of far less of it. 

What has got into Chris Fox? Less than 
two years ago he caused outrage among the 
chattering classes by linking crime increases 
to asylum-seekers. Is he now doing penance 
for this politically unprofitable stand and 
making his peace with our country’s masters? 
Your guess is as good as ours. 

It’s all a racist plot! 

Educationalists are once again tearing 
their hair out over the low academic 
performance of Afro-Caribbean youngsters 
in Britain. Last year 70 per cent of black boys 
in London left school with fewer than five 
GCSEs at the top grades, while black men 
are the least likely of any group to have 
degrees. 

A 285-page report has been prepared by 
what was described in The Guardian last 
month as “an influential education comm¬ 
ission” - which presumably means an 
education commission of the kind of which 
The Guardian approves and is likely to come 
up with the sort of findings and recomm¬ 
endations The Guardian can endorse. The 
fact that the commission was set up by 
London Mayor Ken Livingstone will give 
some idea of its mandate. 

Of course, predictably, the main cause of 
black under-performance in school is found 
to be ‘racism’. This ‘racism’ apparently 
manifests itself in numerous ways. According 
to the commission:- 

“The failure of the school system and 
individuals within it to successfully 
engage with students of Afro-Caribbean 
origin has severely hindered them and 
contributed to massive under-achieve¬ 
ment.” 

Exactly what is meant by ‘engaging’ with 
Afro-Caribbean students is not explained, 
but presumably the failure to ‘engage’ is 


indicative of ‘racist’ tendencies within the 
system. Any suggestion more laughable 
could not be imagined. The academic estab¬ 
lishment is permeated from top to bottom 
with the most rabid ‘anti-racism’, and any 
teacher found exhibiting the slightest non¬ 
conformist tendencies in this regard would 
be flung out immediately. And anyway, if 
‘racism’ is to blame for young Blacks’ poor 
results, why does the same ‘racism’ not 
similarly affect young Asians and other 
ethnic groups, such as Chinese? 

We suppose that we can look forward to 
yet more of these time-wasting and money- 
wasting exercises in hand-wringing until 
some bright day dawns when the educational 
world plucks up the courage to face the basic 
truth: that black students perform badly in 
British schools (and schools just about 
everywhere else) because they have learning 
aptitudes that are fundamentally and innately 
different from Europeans - and indeed from 
students of Asian or Oriental ethnic back¬ 
grounds. It is no kindness to these black 
students to keep hiding this truth from them, 
thus raising in their and their parents’ minds 
expectations of scholastic excellence that 
can never be fulfilled, and thereby feeding 
yet more resentment against the white host 
community and its institutions. Far from the 
problem being one of educational ‘racism’, 
the problem is the educational establish¬ 
ment’s refusal to face racial realities. 

Musn’t go right, says Tory 

The Tories are electorally doomed if they 
succumb to the temptation to veer right¬ 
wards, said Conservative MP Damian Green 
in The Observer of September 12th. 

According to Mr. Green, who recently 
quit Michael Howard’s shadow cabinet, 
there are some dangerous voices in the party 
suggesting that it should take a leaf out of the 
book of the United Kingdom Independence 
Party (UKIP) and adopt more of an anti-EU 
policy so as to win over the voters who supp¬ 
orted UKIP in the recent Euro elections. 
These voices should not be heeded, he warned. 
Mr. Green’s reasoning was that... 

“If you start edging towards UKIP you 
may well pick up some extra support on 
one side, but you will shed support on the 
other - and the last time I looked the 
Liberal Democrats were rather better 
supported than UKIP.” 

And the article proceeded to its conclu¬ 
sion in similar vein. What was notable 
throughout was that nowhere in it was there 
the slightest consideration for what was 
actually right - right, that is, from the stand¬ 
point of what was good for Britain. Every¬ 
thing was calculated in terms of perceived 
electoral advantage or disadvantage. We 
need look no further for reasons why the 
Tories are held in utter public contempt. 
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PHONEY NATIONALISTS 
SHOW THEIR TRUE COLOURS 


THE UNITED KINGDOM INDEPENDENCE PARTY 
(UKIP) has never been what it appears. It poses 
as a patriotic movement and it undoubtedly 
attracts a lot of votes from genuinely patriotic 
and nationalist-minded people by its stance 
against the European Union. This has led some 


big subsidies from Euro funds. Farage’s UKIP 
faction managed to entice the Northern League 
away from the Le Pen alliance and thus frustrate 
the latter’s hopes of 37 MEPs and the subsidies 
that would have come its way had that target 
been reached. In forming a rival group, the UKIP 
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British National Party supporters to imagine that members have got together with other pseudo- 
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UKIP is, to coin a phrase used in 
the media, “the BNP in blazers” - 
a party worthy of interchangeable 
loyalties between the two. But 
this is deceptive. Apart from the 
Europe issue, UKIP has little in 
common with the BNP, and this 
was very clearly spelled out in a 
statement by UKIP MEP Nigel 
Farage, probably the party’s de 
facto leader, in late August. 

Speaking to The Times, Mr. 
Farage said that his party’s aim in 
the coming general election 
would be to destroy the BNP by 
poaching its ‘more moderate’ 
voters. “There is,” he said, “only 
one party in Britain that can stop 
the BNP and that’s UKIP.” 



FARAGE 

Aims to destroy the BNP 


nationalists similar to themselves 
from Sweden, Denmark, Poland 
and the Netherlands and thereby 
qualified for the subsidies. Had 
UKIP been a genuinely nationalist 
party it would have been glad to 
go into alliance with the Front 
National, but it chose instead to 
link up with other phonies in a 
group known as the ‘Eurosceptic 
Independents and Democracies’ 
(ID). One of the rules of this 
group is that its affiliated parties 
have to sign a charter opposing 
“anti-semitism and racism.” No 
doubt Mr. Farage and his coll¬ 
eagues were only too pleased to 
do so. This may sound familiar to 
Spearhead readers! 


He continued: “The UKIP is a country mile 
away from the BNP on any issue. We’re not 
racist; we’re for free trade. The BNP is authorit¬ 
arian, whereas the UKIP is basically a liberal 
party, which used to be classed as left-wing.” He 
went on to echo the standard leftist line on the 
BNP by describing it not only as ‘racist’ but 
‘violent’. 

ASIAN AND JEWISH CANDIDATES 

In order to drive home its non-racist creden¬ 
tials very clearly, UKIP has fielded Asian and 
Jewish candidates. One of its MEPs is a Mr. 
Godfrey Bloom. 

A month earlier, Mr. Farage had told The Times 
of his effort to undermine the Front National of 
France, the party of Jean-Marie Le Pen, in the 
European Parliament. M. Le Pen had tried to 
build an alliance with another anti-immigration 
party, the Italian Northern League, in order to 
form a group of nationalists in the Parliament. 
These groups, consisting of parties with some 
similarities in aims, are able to table amend¬ 
ments to EU legislation and also to qualify for 


‘GAY’ AND LESBIAN WING 

As an indication of the kind of party UKIP is, 
our readers may be tickled to hear of a report 
which appeared in The Sunday Telegraph on the 
29th August. According to this report, “A gay 
contingent within the UK Independence Party is 
trying to set up a ‘homosexual wing’ of the 
movement, calling up the party’s 6ft 4in lesbian 
party secretary to act as its leader.” 

The report went on to say that opinion in UKIP 
seems to be divided as to whether the wing is a 
good idea or not. What is more or less accepted 
throughout the party is the need to prove to 
everyone that it is not ‘anti-gay’. The only matter 
in dispute is whether having this special section 
is the way to do it. 

As for the 6ft 4in party secretary, Miss Nikki 
Sinclaire, she is not too keen on heading the 
wing as asked, but she quite openly admits to 
her sexuality and claims that at least 23 of the 
UKIP candidates in the 2001 general election 
were of the same orientation! 

Still thinking about supporting UKIP? 
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The things they're saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


Prince Harry is pictured cuddling a baby 
in Lesotho and quoted as saying he’s disapp¬ 
ointed that we talk more about his mother’s 
private escapades than her good work. 

After a torrent of coverage about Harry’s 
own private follies, there’s a new drive by 
Palace spin merchants to repackage the 
Prince. No doubt it is well intentioned, but 
am I alone in finding it a little contemptible? 
Do they think we are so stupid that a staged 
photo-opportunity in Africa is all it takes? 

If they want us to recognise Saint Harry, 
let him do real good work quietly. He might 
start with something at home instead of in 
Africa. 

PETER McKAY 
Daily Mail (20.9.04) 

It’s worth remembering that Blair wouldn’t 
have been able to commit British forces to 
the Coalition without the gung-ho support of 
the Conservatives in Parliament. 

Howard was as full-throated in his backing 
for the invasion as anyone. But now he says 
that if knew then what he knows now he 
wouldn’t have voted for the war... 

Labour routinely accuses Howard of ‘opp¬ 
ortunism’. For once, they’re right. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (27.8.04) 

In yet another desperate attempt to change 
the subject, the Prime Minister invited us all 
last week to concentrate on global warming 
and events in Africa, not to mention edu¬ 
cation, the health service and the business of 
“promoting a tolerant, multi-cultural society.” 

The media, reckoning that the public is 
becoming bored with events in Iraq, may 
well be inclined to agree that it is time to talk 
about something different, and Blair and his 
advisers will do everything to encourage the 
trend. 

The only thing that would alter the change 
of tempo would be fresh reports of British 
casualties in Iraq, then Blair could expect not 
just front-page coverage of the deaths but yet 
more stories of angry mothers blaming him 
pesonally for the loss of their sons. 

In light of the above, it was not surprising 
to read press reports last week of the British 
Army, only recently filmed patrolling in 
Basra in their berets, now holed up in their 
camps and only occasionally venturing out in 
tanks. 

RICHARD INGRAMS 
The Observer (5.9.04) 

The Notting Hill carnival is beginning to 
look as antiquated as a British Empire exhib¬ 
ition. Multi-culturalism is meant to be dead, 
so why do we have this patronising parade? 

You know, nervous white policeman 
trying to shake it with carefully selected 


bootylicious black babe whom next week he 
will be fitting up for possession. Or the tour¬ 
ist screeching: “Wow, isn’t Britain cool!” 
while clinging to her money belt. Or the 
ostentatious pot-smoking, silly ethnic clothes 
and bad language - and that from white 
trustafarian incomers who thought it cool to 
live on the ‘front line’ if only the black locals 
would hurry up and move out... 

Trevor Phillips, head of the Commission 
for Racial Equality, suggests right-on politic¬ 
ians love granting Blacks food festivals and 
so on, but this just confirms minorities as 
touristic curiosities; carnivals don’t help 
careers. Isn’t it time to stop banging the steel 
drum? 

JASPER GERARD 
The Sunday Times (29.8.04) 

Indeed, smiles are no longer enough - 
rictus laughter is often demanded. Look at 
prospectuses for schools, colleges, banks, 
holidays, charities. On the front of our tele¬ 
phone book, for example, is a picture of three 
teenagers laughing with the hugely opened 
mouths that a laugh is now supposed to 
involve. Sometimes in such pictures the 
laughing kids put their heads together and 
seem to laugh down at you as if you were 
trapped beneath them on the ground. It is 
also considered necessary that large numbers 
of those laughing be black. This makes 
obvious sense if it is a brochure for an aid 
agency in Rwanda, but I have in front of me 
the ‘Action Pack’ for an admirable organis¬ 
ation called Action in Rural Sussex (AirS). 
On the first page, three of the five children’s 
faces visible are black. In the drawing show¬ 
ing people happily drawing up a Parish 
Action Plan, five of the 23 villages depicted 
are black or brown. In the advice on setting 
up a farmers’ market, a black woman, shown 
serving what looks like lettuce, provides the 
only face. Yet the black population of rural 
Sussex must in fact be less than one per cent 
of the whole, and I have never seen a black 
seller at a farmers’ market. One guesses that 
AirS, which does excellent, practical, non- 
politically correct work, knows that it will 
not get the necessary support from ‘govern¬ 
ment’ unless it ethnicises its county. 

CHARLES MOORE 
The Spectator (28.8.04) 

The persistent excuse used by every black 
African dictator when asked about his 
country’s plight is to blame it all on the 
Europeans. They got the continent into this 
mess; it’s all their fault. President Robert 
Mugabe’s bedside reading is Thomas Pack- 
enham’s Scramble for Africa , which details 


the rapacious way 19th century Europe 
carved up Africa with no concern for ethnic 
lines. 

But that was then. Today, Africans are 
responsible for the chaos their continent is 
in. Mr. Mugabe inherited a well-run, pros¬ 
perous, democratic Zimbabwe and turned it 
into a despotic basket case. Even South 
Africa has a president who for many years 
refused to accept that AIDS existed. The 
many peoples of the African continent are 
uniquely ill-served by their leaders. 

ALICE THOMSON 
The Daily Telegraph (27.8.04) 

Abhorrent though the BNP is... should the 
Government seek to ban civil servants from 
being members? That is being considered at 
the highest level and it is worrying... 

Countries with a totalitarian past, and 
democracies under threat of civil or external 
war, clamp down on extremists. But a peace¬ 
time British government has to consider very 
carefully the consequences of a ban on 
membership by public employees. Those 
who sympathised with the BNP’s views 
would support it anyway, albeit unofficially. 
Others might be drawn to the party by its 
notoriety. And why not a ban on the far-left 
parties too? A dangerous precedent would be 
set. What would stop some future adminis¬ 
tration banning civil servants from any party 
it did not like? Labour should defeat the 
BNP by political means, not by resorting to 
bans. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Sunday Times (19.9.04) 

The doctrine of ‘human rights’ is miscon¬ 
ceived. A right is the converse of an oblig¬ 
ation. Being human does not, in itself, bring 
any rights because it does not bring any 
definable obligations either. 

Civil rights are a different matter. By 
virtue of being the citizen of a state, anyone 
acquires rights because his citizenship also 
puts him under obligations. 

ANDREW ALEXANDER 
Daily Mail { 27.8.04) 

Patriotism is as dead as religion as a 
source of transcendence or sense of purpose. 
I am not much of a flag-wagger myself, and I 
acknowledge that patriotism, whosever it 
might be, can all too easily turn into abject 
self-worship. Nevertheless, a sense of 
national achievement is a spur both to further 
achievement and individual self-respect, a 
quality in which the contemporary British 
are so obviously and consciously lacking. 

THEODORE DALRYMPLE 
The Spectator (4.9.04) 
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WORLD OVER-POPULATION: 
LIBERALS MISS THE POINT 


SOMETIMES the Guardianistas tell us 
the truth; sometimes they do not. It all 
depends on what suits their agenda. But of 
one thing we can be sure: even when they 
do tell the truth the deductions they draw 
from that truth are crazy to the point of 
being downright dangerous. 

An article on August 18th by the paper’s 
environment editor John Vidal was headed 
‘World faces population explosion in poor 
countries’. Thus far The Guardian was only 
telling us what everybody should know. But 
with almost mechanical reliability its writer 
went on to predict, with no hint of disapp¬ 
roval, consequences of such an explosion 
that would amount to the end of White Euro¬ 
pean Civilisation. 

Says Vidal in his opening words:- 

“The world is heading for wildly uneven 
population swings in the next 45 years, 
with many rich countries ‘downsizing’ 
during a period in which almost all devel¬ 
oping nations will grow at breakneck 
speed, according to a comprehensive 
report by leading US demographers 
released yesterday. 

“They predict that at least an extra 1,000 
million will be living in the world’s 
poorest African countries by 2050. There 
will be an extra 120 million more 
Americans, and India will leapfrog China 
to become the world’s most populous 
country. One in six people in Western 
Europe will be over the age of 65 by 2050.” 

120 million more Americans? That, for a 
start, is a grossly misleading forecast. The 
fact is that the core US population, 
consisting of Anglo-Saxon and related 
European elements, has a birthrate that is 
almost static. White immigration into the 
United States would swell the country’s 
numbers to some extent, but at the present 
level this would occur on nothing like the 
scale to account for a 43 per-cent population 
increase. The bottom line is that most of the 
120 million new ‘Americans’ of which the 
Guardian writer speaks will come from the 
ethnic minorities, through both immigration 
and the internal ethnic-minority rate of 
reproduction. Serious-thinking people in that 
country will not view such a prospect with 
anything other than alarm. 

Likewise with Britain. Mr. Vidal tells us 
that we too are headed for a population 
increase. Britain, he said... 

"... is expected to grow faster than any 
other major European country. Within 20 
years the authors expect it to have four 
million more people, at which point its 
growth is expected to tail off, adding only 
a further 1.5 million in the next 25 years 
to eventually reach 65 million.” 



The people 
explosion, says 
JOHN TYNDALL, 
is a racial, not a 
global, danger 

Of course, we know whence will come 
most of the four million new ‘Britons’ we 
have been briefed to expect. As with the US 
increase, they will come almost entirely from 
the ‘ethnic’ communities, such is the almost 
zero reproductive rate of the Anglo-Celtic 
population here. Such things, needless to 
say, would not bother Guardian writers nor, 
probably, the researchers from whom the 
statistics are obtained. 

The article goes on:- 

“The changes, considered inevitable given 
present trends, will transform geo-politics 
and fundamentally affect the world’s 
economies, people’s lifestyles and global 
resources, suggest the Washington-based 
Population Reference Bureau.” 

Reproduction trends 

Here, it will be noted, the familiar word 
‘inevitable’ makes its appearance. Leftist- 
liberals love this word because of its utility 
as a stick to wield against those who do not 
welcome the liberal one-world agenda: 
everyone is going to get what is coming to 
them whether they like it or not, etc., etc., 
etc. But here ‘inevitable’ seems to mean a 
process which is completely out of control, 
whether by liberals or by others. The changes 
being referred to are, of course, those conse¬ 
quences - economic, political and social - of 
the grossly disparate reproduction rates 


currently being achieved by the world’s 
different races. That the white races could 
alter the stated trends through their govern¬ 
ments encouraging larger families, while at 
the same declining to subsidise Third World 
demographic proliferation, does not even 
merit a moment’s consideration. 

And the same applies to other capable 
and advanced peoples like the Japanese. 
Says Vidal:- 

“Countries such as Nigeria and Japan, 
which today have similar sized popu¬ 
lations of about 130 million people, could 
be unrecognisable by 2050, say the 
authors. By then, Nigeria is expected to 
have more than doubled its numbers to 
more than 300 million people. But Japan, 
which has only 14 per cent of its current 
population under 15, may have shrunk to 
roughly 100 million people.” 

Europe, says the survey according to 
Vidal, “is expected to have 60 million fewer 
people than today and some countries could 
lose more than a third of their populations.” 
And he continues:- 

“Eastern Europe is leading the world’s 
down-shifters. Bulgaria is expected to 
return to pre-1914 levels, losing 38 per 
cent of its people, while Romania could 
have 27 per cent fewer and Russia 25 
million fewer people. Germany and Italy 
are expected to shrink by about 10 per 
cent.” 

And:- 

“The projections are based on detailed 
analyses of infant mortality rates, age 
structure, population growth, life expect¬ 
ancy, incomes and fertility rates. They 
also take into account the numbers of 
women using contraception and AIDS/ 

HIV rates, but do not allow for environ¬ 
mental factors.” 

And here’s the punch line:- 

“Climate changes and ongoing land 
degradation are widely expected to 
encourage further widespread movements 
of people and pressure for migration away 
from rural areas towards cities and richer 
countries.” 

This is a very innocent-sounding way of 
telling us that in terms of Third World imm¬ 
igration into Britain and other white lands 
“we ain’t seen nothing yet.” There’s going to 
be a lot, lot more of it! Of course, reference 
to the ‘land degradation’ made by the writer 
is another way of pointing out that in Third 
World countries, through primitive and irres¬ 
ponsible methods of agriculture, land 
resources are allowed to go to waste. 

But in the final analysis the responsibility 
is not that of the Third World countries; it is 
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ours! Says our Guardian man:- 

“The population changes are causing 
alarm among experts, who believe 
sustained growth in developing countries 
can only be managed with economic help 
from rich countries. ‘World population is 
going to grow massively in some of the 
most vulnerable countries in the world. 

We have to ask how rich countries are 
going to help,’ said Kirstyen Sherk, of the 
Planned Parenthood Federation of 
America.” 

Well, far from asking how rich countries 
should help the ‘developing’ (i.e. undev¬ 
eloped) countries’ economies, what we 
should really be asking is why they should do 
so. The population explosion in these undev¬ 
eloped countries has been assisted so far by a 
constant bailing-out process whereby the 
developed countries have presented them 
with huge aid programmes to enable them to 
feed their growing millions. And what is 
being suggested, at least by implication, by 
such people as Miss Sherk is that that there 
needs to be yet more of this. In other words, 
more economic subsidy leading to yet more 
population growth, requiring yet more 
economic subsidy! In any plain person’s 
language that is crazy, but in the hothouse 
world in which dwell progressive liberals it 
constitutes the highest humanity and wisdom! 

Globalists worried 

But even the globalists are now worried. 
Vidal reports one of them thus:- 

“The former World Bank economist 
Herman Daly believes globalisation and 
the uncontrolled migration of cheap 
labour could put potentially catastrophic 
pressures on local communities and 
national economies. ‘The sheer number 
of people on Earth is now much larger 
than ever before in history. Some experts 
question whether Earth can even carry 
today’s population at a “moderately 
comfortable” standard for the long term, 
let alone 3 billion more.’ ” 

Of course, the local communities referred 
to here are communities in the white, western 
world, including Britain. The uncontrolled 
migration of cheap labour does indeed carry 
with it the potential for ‘catastrophic 
pressure’ - does Mr. Daly think he is giving 
us all the benefit of some blinding revelation 
on his part? This journal and others like it on 
the hated ‘racist’ right have been saying 
much the same thing for several decades, 
with little thanks from World Bank econ¬ 
omists or global-minded folk of any descrip¬ 
tion. But what is the solution? The solution 
is not to breast-beat and just issue dire 
warnings. The solution is for those nations 
affected by the danger to act. That means us, 
among others. It means that the white, 
western nations acquire governments 
possessing the will to defend their frontiers, 
and place firm barriers against further Third 
World immigration, while taking all necess¬ 
ary steps to remove those who have crossed 


the frontiers in the past. 

And when I speak here of ‘western 
nations’ I do not mean those nations ident¬ 
ified by their allegiance to liberal-capital¬ 
ism; I mean ‘western’ in a cultural, and 
above all racial , sense. This includes the 
nations of the former Soviet Bloc, who 
belong to that entity. It includes White 
America, and it includes White British 
Commonwealth countries like Canada, Aus¬ 
tralia and New Zealand. It is even possible to 
envisage a time when it could include a 
restored White South Africa and Rhodesia. 

For the looming catastrophe is not, as the 
Guardianistas and those like them would 
claim, a global one; where we are concerned 
it is a catastrophe facing white people. We 
may take no pleasure in its effects on others 
- who with even a grain of humanity can 
enjoy the sight of starving and disease- 
ridden Africans? - but the plain truth of the 
matter is that that catastrophe is one that we 
can do absolutely nothing about. It is the way 
of the big, wide, tough world we inhabit and 
have inhabited for millennia beyond calcul¬ 
ation. The one way we can affect what 
happens to these non-white peoples is a way 
that makes things even worse: we compound 
the problem by clinging onto the strange 
superstition that we ‘rich’ countries have a 
duty to feed them, care for them and assist 
them in economic development. We have no 
such duty. The duty we do have is to ensure 
that, in a world in which human fertility 
outstrips economic resources and therefore 
ensures that some will not survive, we will 
be among the survivors. That is what govern¬ 
ments of nations are supposed to do, and that 
is what journalists who act as tribunes of 
public opinion are supposed to advocate. But 
point this out to Guardian- writers and you 
may as well be preaching to the birds! 

As for “pressure for migration away from 
rural areas towards cities and richer coun¬ 
tries” (meaning Third World migration to the 
West), that is a mirage. The pressure comes 
not from poverty in the countries of the 
migrants, nor from the paucity of their 
resources, failing help from ourselves; the 
pressure comes from the centres of political 
power in the developed nations, where it has 



Third World overspill: ready to come here. 


been decreed that traditionally white, Euro¬ 
pean lands (including those outside Europe 
but founded and built by Europeans) must 
become ‘multi-racial’, that their peoples 
relinquish their identities and their nat¬ 
ionhood and throw their doors open for the 
world and his wife to come and settle; that 
their territories, made fertile and prosperous 
by the brains and the sweat of untold gen¬ 
erations of white men and women, be surren¬ 
dered to invaders. That , in short, is where the 
pressures are coming from! 

If white peoples were to find leaders of a 
different stamp, leaders moved by patriotism 
and duty who would resolutely preserve their 
homelands for the peoples to whom they 
belong, and were they to develop instit¬ 
utions dedicated to their own racial inter¬ 
ests, there would be no external pressure of 
the kind described in this survey which could 
in a thousand years provide the slightest 
danger to them. Apart from Japan and China, 
nations which, with low birthrates, come 
entirely outside the categories being dis¬ 
cussed here, there are no non-white nations 
ever remotely likely to have the economic or 
military capacity to pose a threat to us, our 
lands and our resources. So the ‘pressures’ 
and the potential ‘catastrophes’ are of our 
own making. They are pressures and catas¬ 
trophes created in the liberal mind and only 
made real by liberal paralysis. 

Whites must breed 

And there is one further thing we must 
do. While we cannot and should not take on 
responsibility for the Third World’s problems 
of over-population, we most certainly can 
and should reverse what threaten to become 
our own problems of under- population - that 
is of low fertility rates among white people 
which with each generation make our 
nations progressively older and thus weaker 
in vitality, energy, productiveness and the 
capacity for self-defence. In other words, we 
should challenge another of the liberal 
mantras: that ‘population control’ (meaning 
deliberate reduction of families and a relative 
impoverishment of youth) is a good thing. 

If we Whites have lost the instinct to 
produce children and welcome them as 
additions to familial and national strength - 
as did our ancestors without even needing to 
think about the matter - we will surely die 
out eventually, even if the final self¬ 
extinction is not witnessed by those 
presently living. That is the big problem on 
which we should be focused. 

We can start putting this process of self¬ 
extinction into reverse by conserving all our 
own resources for our own nurture and 
development. But of course Guardian journ¬ 
alists would contemplate such a course with 
horror. As my American friend Sam Dickson 
put it so well at the meeting at which I was a 
guest in New Orleans earlier this year: 
“What makes us unforgivable in the eyes of 
liberals is that we actually want to survive.” 
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A QUESTION 
OF JUSTICE 


IAN BUCKLEY compares the treatment 
given to two different Americans 


IN MID-JULY former chess champion 
Bobby Fischer was arrested and detained at 
Narita airport, Japan. The reason given was 
that US authorities had informed the Japan¬ 
ese that Fischer’s passport had been revoked, 
as he was considered a grave danger to 
national security. 

Fischer, thirty years ago arguably the most 
famous US citizen in the world, now faces a 
ten-year stretch in jail. The ‘crime’ for which, 
in the eyes of the US Government, he merits 
this sentence is playing a chess match in former 
Yugoslavia! As with Ernst ZiindeTs lengthy 
incarceration, this is purportedly for a technical 
visa violation. 

A clue is provided by Rene Chun, who in 
his Atlantic Monthly article entitled Bobby 
Fischer's Pathetic Endgame , claims that his 
(Fischer’s) recent history consists of: “Para¬ 
noia, hubris, and hatred - the unraveling of the 
greatest chess player ever.” Chun gives a vivid 
picture of Fischer as a fanatical ‘anti- Semite’ 
who believed in the international Jewish 
conspiracy. 

Actually, I disagree with Fischer on that 
one: it’s not international any longer; it’s now 
overwhelmingly centred in the United States; 
it includes many Gentiles; and it isn’t a cons¬ 
piracy because it’s all more or less out in the 
open! 

Fischer also described the USA as “a 
brutal, evil dictatorship” and expressed a 
desire to return home “once the Zionist 
dictatorship is overthrown. ” 

Now, it should be noted that Fischer’s 
‘offence’ took place in 1992; so why all the 
renewed interest in getting him under lock and 
key? Could it be that the neo-cons - the crazies 
and ‘bomb-Iran’ crew - in the Bush adminis¬ 
tration sense that their power is at its height, 
so enabling them to clamp down hard upon 
dissidents? 

The many radio interviews that Fischer 
gave in the Philippines may indeed have 
suffered from lapses of taste, but are they 
really inaccurate? It is also worth noting that 
the eagerness to seize and extradite Fischer 
would seem to suggest, not that he is a raving 
nut - for then he would have been allowed to 
rant away in the Far East for forever, but that 
the US governing elite regards him as some 
sort of danger. 

It could be argued that Fischer often over¬ 
generalised and was too scathing in his various 
statements, notably the one on the 9/11 out¬ 
rages. But, in spite of the approving tone 
which will shock some, is this not a more 
rational verdict on ‘the reason why’ than any 
you’ll get from George Dubya Bush:- 

“This just shows, what goes around comes 
around, even to the US. I applaud the act. 

The US and Israel have been slaughtering 
the Palestinians for years. Now it is coming 
back at the US.” 

Or again, in an interview at the time of the 
US/NATO assault on the Serbs:- , 

“You know, America is totally under the 
control of the Jews, you know. I mean look 
what they’re doing now in Yugoslavia. It’s 
just butchery. You know, disgusting. And 


you can see who are the top people there: 
Clinton, maybe he’s not a Jew, but 
Albright is a Jew for sure and Cohen. 

William Cohen is also a Jew for sure.” 

The scribes of the Zuckerman-owned 
Atlantic Monthly may get worked up over 
‘hate’ like this, but does it compare in any way 
to the real hate expressed in the concentrated 
and sustained bombing of the Serbs for 80 
days, including the Orthodox Easter? Ironic¬ 
ally enough, Fischer is himself part-Jewish. 
Does he know the truth whereof he speaks? 

And, by the way, whatever ever happened 
to the concept of freedom of speech? While 
Fischer is persecuted for mere words, the 
perpetrator of mayhem in the Balkans, Bill 
Clinton, gets away scot-free. Although a 
Belgrade court did admittedly sentence both 
him and Tony Blair in absentia to 20 years for 



CLINTON 

In favour with the global elite, he seems to 
be able to get away with murder. 


war crimes, this particular jail term was never 
actually imposed - as indeed it could not be. 

Now Clinton is often seen as a ‘bit of a 
lad’, an amusing reprobate with an interesting 
way with the ladies. I am afraid I do not see 
him that way. Not only is there the matter of 
mysterious deaths such as those of lawyer 
Vince Foster and Commerce Secretary Ron 
Brown, but the Clinton regime was also 
marred by several unpleasant episodes. 

CLINTON’S ROLE IN WACO 

While the murderous attack on the Weavers 
at Ruby Ridge came at the fag-end of the reign 
of Bush pere, Clinton and his Attorney-General 


Janet Reno presided over the trial of Randy 
Weaver. This insult to justice came when it 
was generally agreed that the FBI was the 
guilty party in the affair, persecuting a family 
who only wanted to get away from the big city 
and be left alone. 

Even worse was to come at Waco. Here 
Clinton’s goons used tanks, gas and helicop¬ 
ter gunships to attack a peaceful sect. Though 
naturally demonised as a cult, the church was 
in fact an offshoot from a perfectly respect¬ 
able Protestant denomination. Over eighty 
men women and children were slaughtered, 
many of whom were not ‘cult’ members at all, 
merely ‘waifs and strays’ taken in as refugees 
from the harsh, threadbare type of society 
favoured by Zionoid puppets like Clinton and 
Co. 

As with the Fischer case, there may be 
more to the annihilation of the Branch David- 
ians at Waco than meets the eye. The leader of 
that church, David Koresh, apparently believed 
that Christianity was closer to Islam than to 
Judaism, and that Christ’s second coming 
would be in Iran, not Israel. This might be 
seen as threatening a great deal of the ‘Chris¬ 
tian Zionist’ viewpoint which is so important 
in the US for ensuring the supply of arms and 
money to Israel. And this is not to mention the 
undermining of the whole concept of ‘God’s 
Chosen People’ among American evangelical 
Christians. So - to borrow a phrase from Rene 
Chun - it would seem that “paranoia, hubris 
and hatred” played a great part in the Waco 
massacre. 

The recent news coverage of Clinton’s 
heart trouble (which was attributed it to junk 
food, but could also well be caused by another 
‘substance’) commented that he had a very 
good chance after the surgery of living to a 
ripe old age. This is rather more than can be 
said for the children burned to a crisp at Waco! 

By now, I’m sure that most readers will 
have come to a conclusion as to which of these 
two American men of roughly similar age 
deserves to be brought to justice. It will not, I 
guess, be the same as the actuality. While 
Fischer gets a jail cell, Clinton has publisher’s 
lunches and lucrative speaking contracts. It all 
seems very unfair to say the least. 

But - after millions have been killed, 
maimed or traumatised in pursuit of a New 
World Order - the NWO’s present main¬ 
tained and proponents are, unsurprisingly, not 
at all bothered about one man’s right to his 
opinions! 
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Nobbling the Police 


RANK-AND-FILE servicemen are familiar 
with the waggish remark that some 
people of senior rank show signs of 
‘ingrowing badges’; in other words they 
display what Shakespeare called “the 
insolence of office.” 

There can be little doubt that a great 
many police officers will be making the same 
judgement on the Association of Chief Police 
Officers (ACPO) following its diktat that any 
police officer or civilian employee found to 
support the British National Party will be 
dismissed. Of course, the more robustly 
patriotic officers and employees will simply 
take care to keep their continued support for 
the BNP secret by way of disguised contrib¬ 
utions and the ballot box. Even so, this 
arrogant ruling, doubtless prompted behind 
the scenes by Blunkett’s Home Office 
commissars, has to be seen as a direct 
challenge to freedom of thought and demo¬ 
cratic choice. It is essentially on a par with 
the behaviour of the totalitarian regimes in 
countries like China and North Korea, and in 
those Muslim countries which persecute 
religious dissent. 

In attempting to justify its action, ACPO is 
claiming that all police forces have a duty to 
support multi-racial policies as laid down by 
the government of the day; and that support 
for the BNP is incompatible with the proper 
exercise of this duty. This argument is 
specious; it assumes that all police officers 
unreservedly support all the policies and 
legislation enacted by the political party 
which happened to win most seats at the last 
general election. In fact, the police officer’s 
duty is to ensure that the law, such as it is, is 
not broken. And provided he is not remiss in 
performing this basic duty, it is nobody else’s 
business what he privately thinks about 
government policy or anything else. Employ¬ 
ers and trade unions have no right whatso¬ 
ever to dictate the political opinions of their 
staff and members; a fact upheld in some 
recent court actions brought by people 
dismissed for BNP membership. 

So we await with interest a similar court 
action by a police officer or employee dis¬ 
criminated against on political grounds. For 
make no mistake, if it is held that discrimin¬ 
ation on grounds of race or religion is unacc¬ 
eptable, what makes it justifiable in the case 
of a person’s political beliefs? As it is, the 
positive discrimination and fast-tracking 
which chief constables appear to endorse for 
black and Asian recruits are clearly discrim¬ 
inatory and deserve to be challenged by 
by white officers wherever they shows them-, 
selves. They are, after all, the thin end of the 
political police wedge being driven into our 
society by the social engineers of a left-wing 
ideology. Election statistics and opinion polls 
show that this ideology is not supported by 
the majority of British people, so ACPO 
cannot take refuge in democratic pieties. 

As free-born individuals, we all face the 
task of reconciling legal obligations with our 


patriotic duty, when these are all too often 
seen to be incompatible. So it should be kept 
in mind that legal obligation is in many 
instances an ephemeral thing, changing as 
often as the occupants of Downing Street, 
whereas patriotic duty is rooted in the bed¬ 
rock of our race and nation. ACPO is there¬ 
fore taking its stand on rather insecure 
foundations, and will have to take the conse¬ 
quences in due course. Meanwhile it is the 


In aligning itself with a party-political 
ideology ACPO has foolishly compromised 
the standing of the police force in British 
society. By contrast, if and when a BNP 
Government takes office, all police officers 
should take an oath of allegiance to a 
Citizens’ Charter incorporating the funda¬ 
mentals of national policy as endorsed by 
national referenda. Under those conditions 
police officers would know they are 
respected servants of their race and nation, 


FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON condemns 
Labour’s ruling against serving 
officers being BNP supporters 


duty of every police officer to serve the long¬ 
term interests of race and nation as best as 
he or she may within the constraints of 
official duty. And since all duties must be 
tempered by discretion, that discretion 
should finally reflect the best interests of the 
native British people. 

Need for exercise of conscience 

There is no need for confrontational 
tactics. Let the chief constables ‘strut their 
stuff’ before an ingratiated Home Office 
while rank-and-file police officers exercise 
their consciences on the streets and contrive 
to prevent the law overriding common sense 
and patriotic duty. ACPO may command its 
subordinates to be law-enforcers, but not to 
be ignoble and unpatriotic. Belief informs all 
our actions, and circumstances constrain 
them to a greater or lesser extent, but 
conscience should dictate them. ACPO may 
impose constraints on its subordinates, but it 
is not the final arbiter of right and wrong; that 
prerogative remains in the minds and hearts 
of individual police officers in their day-to- 
day tasks of reconciling officialdom with 
reality. 



BLUNKETT 

Politicising Britain’s guardians of the law 


not despised apparatchiks at the bidding of 
renegade and transient politicians. 

Meanwhile the ordinary citizen has the 
right to equal treatment under the law 
regardless of his or her political convictions. 
So we should all be on our guard against 
those chief constables seen to be putting 
Blair and Blunkett before Britain, and their 
own preferment before the common good. 

And every copper on the beat has to be 
seen serving the common good, not being 
the mindless puppet of a chief constable 
with an eye on the honours list and ingrat¬ 
iating himself with a renegade regime. 

Concerning official attitudes to the BNP, 
the ordinary police officer need only ask 
himself how many bona fide members of 
that party (as distinct from BBC stooges and 
infiltrators) are involved in criminal or riotous 
behaviour. Do BNP members assault police 
officers, create havoc in city centres, sell 
drugs, traffic in prostitution and paedophilia? 
Do they observe the law regarding demo¬ 
cratic elections? Do they threaten violence 
against political opponents? Do they, in 
short, represent any kind of threat to a 
decent and orderly society? If any police 
officer could serve a BNP Government with 
a good conscience therefore, then he or she 
has a duty to be at least impartial in the 
meantime towards BNP supporters. And any 
officer incapable of that impartiality is 
helping to create the very conditions the 
police are supposed to be trying to prevent. 

Police officers should remember this at 
times of multi-racial mayhem, during elect¬ 
ions, and when dealing with inner-city 
squalor and criminality, when they are 
passed over for promotion by ‘fast-tracked’ 
Blacks or Asians; and when they face alleg¬ 
ations of ‘racism’ merely for being conscien¬ 
tious upholders of the law. BNP members 
will meanwhile accord them all the respect 
and support they deserve since, like them, 
they are trying to safeguard all that is best in 
our race and nation. 
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THIRD WORLD RRITAIN 


IN my article in the August issue I said that questions 
of identity, urban violence and crime would become 
the staple diet of newspapers in 20 years from now. I 
stand corrected: it is the staple diet right now! In the 
month of July 2004 alone, the print media reported 
on some of the most horrendous and extreme crime 
scenarios ever to occur in Britain, scenarios that 
would disgrace a Third World country (which some 
people believe Britain has now become). 

The vast majority of these crimes involved ethnic 
minorities or immigration scams. I am not referring here 
to minor news items in small filler columns, but major 
full-spread features, some continuing for days at a time. 
In addition, the question of national identity has become 
even more confused, and has received even more press 
coverage glorifying in this confusion. 

CRIME SITUATION 

Let me take the crime situation first (remember I am 
referring to just one month’s reporting). 

A group of Afghans who hijacked an airliner and 
forced the passengers and crew to fly to Stansted have 
been granted leave to stay in Britain with their families. 
They are now living on benefits in homes in West London 
worth a quarter of a million pounds, and possess cars. 

An African gangster was shot dead in Camberwell 
while on leave from prison where he was doing time for 
serious drugs and firearms offences. This shooting was 
being investigated by officers from the Metropolitan 
Police’s Operation Trident, which targets violent crime 
within black communities in London. (What was he doing 
running around free?) 

A speeding illegal immigrant, driving without tax or 
insurance (which used to be a serious offence) killed a 
man and was jailed for just two and a half years (earlier in 
the year a similar incident involved the death of a child). A 
black father compelled his daughter to leap to her death 
from the top of a multi-storey car park. Another illegal 
immigrant, we were told in headline print, "smirked as he 
cut baby’s throat.” 

A pilot suspected of smuggling illegal immigrants into 
the country was arrested following a dramatic car chase. 
Another foreign crook was receiving state benefits while 
organising a multi-million-pound immigrant-smuggling 
racket using forged Home Office documents. He was first 
ordered to be deported in 1988 after being jailed for fraud 
but, seemingly inevitably, he is still here. 

Yet more Chinese illegal cockle-picking immigrants 
were arrested in a house in Liverpool, the police having 
apparently learnt nothing from last year’s identical 
racket which received nationwide headlines. 

Certain Indian nationals entered this country, killed 
relatives living here, and then fled abroad to escape 
justice. They are also responsible for massive people¬ 
trafficking and prostitution scams. 

In the Medway area, which involves a cluster of towns 
including Rochester and Chatham (both of which are 
attractive, historic towns) a policewoman "shocked 
councillors” (who apparently didn’t know) when she told 
them that there were five times more asylum-seekers in 
the area than they thought. She said they had been 


involved in considerable street crime, including knifing 
offences. 

Also in July, hundreds of failed asylum-seekers went 
on the rampage at the Harmondsworth Detention Centre, 

ANTONY MILNE observes 
more signs of the multi¬ 
racial society coming apart 

near Heathrow, causing £5 million worth of damage. The 
centre was, incidentally, more like a luxury holiday 
home, with pool tables, TVs, computers, shops, a mosque 
and a gym. 

POLICE IN ANTI-GUN OPERATION 

More than 100 armed cops recently took part in a 
large anti-gun operation in the Catford, Brixton, 
Peckham and Thornton Heath districts of London. 

It was also reported, in a major feature, that doctors 
from ethnic minority groups are more likely to have 
complaints made against them, largely because of 
professional incompetence due to inadequate medical 



Here to stay and demanding their rights 
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training in their countries of origin. . 

The press, in many instances, highlighted the 
organised nature of many crimes and frauds. For 
example, a large number of Asians were arrested in 
Oxford after a £1 million housing, council tax and illegal 
immigration scam was uncovered. Albanian gangsters 
now control more than 75 per cent of the country’s 
brothels. In acquiring these they fought off other foreign 
gangs, such as the Chinese and Jamaicans, in turf wars 
that have sometimes ended in gun battles in the streets. 

Major coverage has also been given to a huge 
immigration fraud involving literally hundreds of bogus 
‘colleges’ acting as front organisations for illegal immig¬ 
rants. 

In a child custody case involving asylum-seekers, the 
cost to the taxpayer was more than £100,000. This case 
also had a bearing on the let’s-all-live-together’ idea 
promoted by the CRE. The asylum claimants were ethnic 
Indians but claimed that as Hindus living in Pakistan 
they were discriminated against. 

HEALTH TOURIST’ RACKET 

‘Health tourists’ are abusing Britain’s NHS in a big 
way, it has been revealed by doctors and managers: 
various methods have been used to avoid paying for 
treatment, including foreigners being granted visas to 
come to Britain for private medical treatment and then 
transferring themselves to the NHS. 

The Home Office has revealed that during the first 
three months of 2004 over 73,000 passports were 
reported lost or stolen, despite tougher security measures 
supposedly introduced by the Government. Many have 
been stolen by foreign employees working for the Royal 
Mail. 

Another major story in July, which provoked lead 
editorials, concerned the Islamic zealot Yusuf Al- 
Qaradawi, from Egypt, who was allowed into this 
country, although he has been banned from the US for 
his terrorist links. But in Britain he got away with saying 
he hates gays and Jews and approves of suicide 
bombings and wife-beating. It now emerges that 
Scotland Yard and the Government’s JobCentre Plus 
scheme were helping to sponsor the conference at which 
Qaradawi was due to speak in the name of “diversity in 
the workplace.” And this after the Home Secretary 
announced a new law banning ‘religious hate speech’! 
The Daily Mail referred to Qaradawi as “a bigot who 
reviles our allies and despises our ways.” 

Much of the press criticism of immigration scams was 
directed at lawyers and judges. We read that the cost of 
immigrants claiming refugee status has risen to a 
staggering £204 million since 2001. Legal aid now 
accounts for more than nine per cent of the overall legal 
aid budget - eight times higher than when Labour came 
to power. A recent review showed that more than 120 
solicitors’ firms have been overcharging millions of 
pounds from the legal aid budget for asylum cases. 

Top civil servants in the Home Office are themselves 
complaining about these legal abuses, which they admit 
are encouraged by the system that the Government has 
set up. 

Permanent Secretary John Gieve said that “the law is 
extremely generous in many ways about the rights of 
people claiming asylum.” 

Immigration has also, we learn, brought about wide¬ 


spread corruption and illegal coercion among the police, 
who have been penetrated by foreign caucuses. The 
National Black Police Association ensures that the term 
‘racism’ is used as a form of protection racket, and even 
the police are now being corrupted from within by their 
own officers to avoid this charge. An Iranian-born police 
officer in the Met region, charged with serious discip¬ 
linary offences, managed to keep his job because of 
pressure from other ‘ethnic’ officers and was awarded 
£80,000 hush money if he would drop his racial harass¬ 
ment claim. 

CULTURAL CHAOS 

Now let us look at the cultural chaos that immigration 
has brought to British civic life. The confusion between 
‘multi-racialism’ and ‘multi-culturalism’ continues. 

Trevor Phillips of the CRE, who is black, has been 
given a high profile by liberal Whites, but as an ethnic 
outsider he has no moral right to speak for the vast 
majority of people in this country. There is no way that 
any other European country would allow such a person 
to lay down the law in 
regard to issues of 
national identity in a 
semi-official capacity in 
the way that Phillips is 
allowed to do in Britain. 

If he were to try it on in 
some Third World 
country he would have 
to walk around with an 
armed guard! 

And by suddenly 
switching from a ‘multi¬ 
cultural’ definition of 
Britain to a ‘multi¬ 
racial’ one (the We-are- 
all-British-regardless- 
of-the-colour-of-our- 
skin’ argument), he 
shows he is completely 
out of his depth, and is 
being allowed to twist in 
the wind by his white liberal friends. He seems 
completely unaware of what is happening even amongst 
the ethnic-minority communities. Most ethnic minorities 
in the big cities now speak English only as a second 
language. They are all extremely diverse, and have no 
common point of contact with each other. Increasingly 
they are becoming less British in both the legal and 
ethnic sense. 

The idea that the ethnic communities should try to 
relate to the white community is not the issue (most 
Whites have few black friends, we are told). The Blacks 
themselves have no friends from the other main 
diaspora, the Asians. 

Then again, Phillips seems unaware of the two main 
Muslim organisations which by their very existence 
refute the idea of a civic, race-free ‘Britishness’. The first 
is the ‘Muslim Council of Britain’, which confusingly 
lumps all Muslims (most of whom are Asians, not Arabs) 
together. It also gives a clear indication that its members 
do not consider themselves to be British, or have any 
loyalty to this country or its indigenous people. It 

Contd. overleaf 



PHILLIPS 

An ethnic outsider, he has no 
right to speak for British 
majority 
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THIRD WORLD BRITAIN 

(Contd. from prev. page) 

confuses the words ‘Muslim’ with ‘Britain’, and implies 
that the British could, or should, convert to Islam, 
confuses the words ‘Muslim’ with ‘Britain’, and implies 
that the British could, or should, convert to Islam. 

The other Commission on British Muslims (the CBM) 
isn’t helping to sort out this ethnic confusion either. It 
speaks of ‘Islamophia’ (here is another deliberate 
obfuscation: for ‘Islamophobia’ read opposition to un¬ 
wanted and unlawful multi-culturalism). The CBM has 
issued a report which says that many Muslims, partic¬ 
ularly the young, felt they did not belong in Britain, and it 
warned that such resentment represented a ‘time-bomb’. 
In other words, we can expect trouble from the foreigners 
in our midst who don’t like it here (indeed fears over 
terrorism featured in a major press article recently, and 
we were told that this has triggered a four-fold rise in 
stop-and-search procedures of Asians by police). 

GUILT-RIDDEN 

The CBM report was written by a guilt-ridden 
Englishman, Richard Stone, displaying what some would 
regard as a sweaty-palmed anxiety about what is 
happening to this wretched country, and quite prepared 
to submerge any feelings of British patriotism in order to 
assuage this fear. He naively said: “The already fragile 
foothold gained by Muslim communities in Britain is 
threatened by ignorance and intolerance” - which adds 
once more to the cultural confusion, since the ignorance 
and intolerance is coming from the Arab Muslims, not the 
Asian Muslims or the white British, in the same way that 


the anti-semitism in France is coming not from French 
right-wing groups but from North African Arabs. 

Now David Blunkett is to impose a requirement that 
all Muslim ‘ministers of religion’ arriving in this country 
must be able to speak English. This is because many of 
them in the past have had worthless qualifications and 
were delivering inflammatory sermons at Britain’s 
mosques, and would normally be prosecuted for inciting 
racial hatred, except that observers often have no idea 
what they are saying or what actually goes on in Muslim 
communities living here. 

This is why the ‘high-achieving’ Asians in the profess¬ 
ions ought to think more carefully about the issue of 
identity before they open their mouths on the subject. 
They complain they are “tired of the negative portrayal” of 
Muslim religious zealots such as Abu Hamza, wanted by 
the Americans on serious mass-murder and terrorism 
charges orchestrated from a mosque in London (but still 
not deported by the British). To repeat, Hamza is an 
Arab, not an Asian, and he might simply be using Islam 
to stir up trouble in the West. All this proves how much of 
a problem the word ‘Muslim’ is having in British society 
(which is still, remember, a nominally Christian one). 
Many column-inches are now devoted to the issue of 
‘Muslim dress codes’ for ethnic schoolchildren, who in 
many urban areas are on the way to becoming the 
majority. 

I wonder what the Blacks make of all this? After all, 
they are more likely to live closer to the Muslims than the 
British, but I notice they keep damned quiet about this 
controversy! 


MEETING 

Bradford 

Sunday, October 17th 

Starting at 2.00 p.m. 

Theme:- 

The future: Toryism or Nationalism? 

Speakers will include:- 

TONY BRAITHWAITE 
EDDY MORRISON 
KEITH AXON 
JOHN TYNDALL 

Assembly point for redirection will be given to nationalists in the North of England by special circular. 
Any- one not receiving such a circular but wishing to attend should ring 07817 927455 for details. 

This meeting is being organised and promoted by the Spearhead Group 
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On reason versus nature 


REASON versus nature - in other 
words the deliberately fabricated 
and bogus argument which claims 
that reasoned debate (backed up 
of course by the force of law!) can 
overcome the primary forces of 
the natural world, namely our 
natural instincts - should, I 
believe, be the starting point for 
taking on the enemies of racial 
nationalism. 

The false premise of reason over¬ 
coming instinct, known in leftist 
circles as the grandly titled ‘enlighten¬ 
ment’, is a subject not being tackled 
with anything like the vigour that it 
warrants. It is the Achilles’ heel of our 
enemies, the foundation stone upon 
which their falsehoods lie; therefore it 
is the stone which should be turned 
over to expose their deliberate deceit 
against our people. 

Their refusal to engage us in 
‘reasoned debate’ is clear evidence of 
this. However, whilst we might all 
understand and recognise the dangers 
which their ideology represents, many 
of us do not feel ourselves articulate 
enough to engage them in debate - 
something far easier than might at 
first be imagined, especially when one 
bears in mind the natural head start 
we have over them in terms of our 
adherence to the truth, and the fact 
that they do not actually believe their 
own so-called reasoning and argu¬ 
ments. They simply use these as a 
vehicle to aid them in their agenda. 

The beneficial 
power of instinct 

It is not really that surprising that 
we struggle to articulate our natural 
instincts, as historically we have never 
had to do so. The law as we once knew 
and understood it simply enacted 
penalties pro rata for the appropriate 
crimes: capital punishment for murder, 
for example, was and still is a kindly 
punishment supported by the people 
which is cheap and quick, as it involves 
little suffering and is the ultimate 
deterrent to boot. This democratic 
right of society to do what is just is one 
of many our enemies have taken away, 
and that aids them in their pro¬ 
gramme of disempowering the people 
- ultimately resulting in a powerless 
society unable to bring to heel the 
one-world power-brokers. 


STEVEN SMITH 
examines a key 
weapon in left-wing 
brainwashing 

Our enemies’ deception that man’s 
reason is superior to nature’s funda¬ 
mental laws is easily exposed when 
one considers that their allegedly 
articulate and reasoned outcomes are 
effectively forced upon the inarticulate 
masses with the force of law. This 
force of law, of course, would be unnec¬ 
essary if their theory was correct. 

The theory is one that both they 
and we know to be false, but it never¬ 
theless supports and helps to move 
forward their agenda. So we can see at 
an instant that our enemies recognise 
this plain truth and have simply 
become expert with invented mind- 
bending phraseology which the masses 
cannot resist because they are verbally 
impotent in the face of language - 
language which at best is not under¬ 
stood and at worst is unintelligible. 

This verbal assault is, however, not 
sufficient by itself. It must have the 
force of law to legitimise it and the 
media to condition us into accepting it. 
The accompanying fear element is also 
very important to our enemies’ con¬ 
tinued march forward, rendering 
impotent as it does the great majority 
of people neither willing nor able to 
cross their personal Rubicons. 

The practice of mass-conditioning 
by the use of fraudulent expressions 
such as ‘racism’, for example, which 
applies guilt to anyone standing in the 
way of our enemies’ genocidal agenda, 
impacts upon people in different ways 
according to their predisposition for 
independent thinking. Some, for 
example, will naively accept this fraud 
wholeheartedly and recognise it as a 
real offence; others will resist it but in 
impotent rage, feeling they are right 
but unable to express themselves with 
coherent language. If racism is any¬ 
thing at all, we might say, it is “a 
natural resistance to unwanted 
change,” a change which has been 
forced upon us in full accordance with 
the laws of nature. 

This extremely powerful piece of 
propaganda is of course only a tiny 


part of the enemy’s verbal arsenal. 
There is a whole vocabulary of fraud¬ 
ulent terms and expressions which 
they use in their attempts to remodel 
our psyche. In addition to the language 
itself, they have developed techniques 
which effectively create a cul de sac for 
established thought processes. They 
focus, for example, on the consequent¬ 
ial negative outcomes of choice ex¬ 
pressed through free will and then 
engineer a withdrawal of your free will 
by telling you that it is wrong to dis¬ 
criminate, in other words to choose on 
the basis of your free will which is 
motivated by your instincts. 

What you should do, they say, is 
choose on the basis of ‘their’ criteria, 
which will result ultimately in a racial 
and cultural environment which will 
be disunited, fragmented and unable 
to resist the power which will quite 
‘naturally’ have gravitated towards 
them from the chaos which they have 
deliberately engineered and created. 

Loaded language 

Their approach is one of repeated 
attack and accusation and the use of 
‘first-strike language’, which we then 
find difficult to use against them. The 
questions they ask of us and the 
general public via the media are 
loaded with presumptuous untruths 
which the unguarded will legitimise in 
their attempt to answer the questions. 

They also invent moral imperatives 
to justify their policies; for example, 
speed cameras are there to save lives, 
not raise millions of pounds to help 
settle immigrants. They know, and we 
must learn to know, that their false 
belief in reason is a gimmick designed 
to persuade society to disarm itself of 
the knowledge that might is right so 
that they and they alone may wield 
the sword of power. 

Steven Smith is the former organ¬ 
iser of Burnley branch of the British 
National Party. 

Listen to nationalist radio! 

Send International Reply Coupon 
for broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD BOOKS, 
Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, 
U.S.A. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 
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KNOWING OUR 
RACIAL HISTORY 


The Romans in Britain 

In 55 BC and again in 54 BC, Julius 
Caesar made two abortive landings in Britain. 
The fierce Celtic tribes of the South East, 
riding their war chariots out into the sea, 
repelled him. It was not until a century later 
that the Romans, under the rule of Claudius, 
managed at last to get a foothold in Britain 
and eventually conquer and occupy most of 
the island. 

Contrary to multi-racial teaching, the 
Romans at this time were a pure Aryan 
people. The original Romans had been part 
of another wave of Aryans who had pushed 
down into Italy and after overthrowing the 
Etruscans had established a city-state which 
became one of the greatest empires the 
world has ever known. 

It was not until much later, when the 
original Roman yeoman stock had been 
diluted by inter-breeding, that Rome became 
soft and flabby. The original Roman legions 
were made up of true Roman citizens, many 
of them farmers called to the colours in times 
of crisis. 

Later, Rome, because of slavery and a 
lax policy of granting Roman citizenship to 
practically all the peoples within its juris¬ 
diction, became a multi-racial entity and was 
doomed to fall. 

However, at the time of the Roman 
invasion of Britain, the Romans were a virile 
and healthy people, expanding as our 
forefathers always have, and conquering. 
After much fighting, especially the great 
revolt of the Iceni under their warrior Queen, 
Boudicca, the Celts fell under a relatively mild 
Roman yoke, and Britain as far north as the 
Antonine Wall in Scotland, became Roman¬ 
ised. Beyond the wall, the Celtic Piets and 
Scotti retained their fierce independence. 

Roman Britain was, for the most part, a 
peaceful place, and Roman and Celt soon 
blended together, being close to each other 
racially. Celts settled in Roman towns and 
around Roman villas. Great roads such as 
Watling Street spanned the country and the 
legions kept peace and order. 

In the fourth and fifth centuries Rome 
itself came under heavy pressure from fresh 
and new waves of Aryans, notably the Goths 
and Germans, and little by little the legions 
were withdrawn and Roman-Celtic Britain 
was left to fend for itself. 

Many in the legions returning to Rome 
were British, or Romans married to Britons, 
and they did not wish to leave Britain 
unprotected. This snippet of poetry by Kipling 
reflects the mood of some legionaries:- 

Legate! I come to you in tears, 

My Legion ordered home, 

I’ve served in Britain forty years, 

What can I do in Rome? 


Eventually, the legions had gone, and 
invasions by new waves of White Europeans 
began. The Piets and Scots swarmed over 
Hadrian’s Wall and ravaged the North of what 
later became England. Angles, Saxons and 
Jutes landed and settled, fighting a vicious 
war against the Britons, who were pushed 
back. 

A hero arose, whether purely mytho¬ 
logical or not we do not know. A Romano- 
Briton called Artorius, or Arthur, led the 
western Britons into counter-attacks against 
the Anglo-Saxons and defeated them in 
many battles. There still remains the great old 
legend that when Britain is facing its worst 
crisis - as it is today - a sleeping Arthur will 
rise again to save his people from dest¬ 
ruction. 

The Britons retreated into Wales and the 
South West, and the Angles and Saxons -- 
Germanic-Nordic folk - established new king¬ 
doms on the island. 

Anglo-Saxon Britain 

When the Angles, Saxons and Jutes 
came to Britain in the 4th century AD, they 
found a well-populated, well-cultivated land 
but with a serious problem - the legions, long 
its protectors, had gone. The Piets and Scots 
were over the Wall and ravaging Northern 
England. 

Tradition has it that the first Angle chiefs 
to arrive from Northern Germany and Jutland 
were called Hengist and Horsa. At first they 
came as pirates. They looted and burned, 
fought with the Celts and then went back to 
Northern Germany. However, as time 


Part two of a 
three-part article 

progressed more and more Anglo-Saxons 
and Jutes started to settle, mostly in South 
Eastern England. From the Angles’ name 
comes England’s name ‘ Aengiand , which in 
time became ‘England’. 

The Celtic-British, now Romanised and a 
lot less warlike after four centuries of Roman 
occupation, fought back as best they could 
under the semi-legendary Artorius. The Celts 
won many battles but in the end the constant 


EDDY MORRISON 

says we need to 
understand where 
we come from to 
understand who 
we are 


waves of new Anglo-Saxon invaders drove 
them into Wales, Scotland and South-West 
England (the reputed home of ‘Camelot’). 

The Anglo-Saxons in their turn started to 
settle, and though pagans when they arrived 
soon became Christianised. Woden (similar 
to Odin, the Norse deity) was deserted for the 
new-found Christ. Anglo-Saxon churches are 
still a feature of many parts of Britain. 

The Anglo-Saxons, still a tribal people 
before being united under kings such as the 
famous Alfred the Great, leave their mark in 
some of our place names today: Norfolk and 
Suffolk being the lands of the North and 
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South folk. Sussex means the place of the 
South Saxons; similarly, Wessex (now long 
gone) and Essex are the lands of the West 
and East Saxons. Many towns and cities also 
bear witness to our Anglo-Saxon forebears. 

This great people not only drove out the 
most resolute Celts but also blended easily in 
with those who remained. They were, after 
all, cousins in the great Aryan folkwandering. 
From the 5th century through to the 10th, the 
country of England was gradually unified 
(with the exception of the Norse invaders, to 
which I shall come). Kings such as Edmund, 
Aethelred and Alfred built up a fierce and 
solidified English people. 

Our Celtic and Anglo-Saxon past, with 
coming Norse and Norman additions, more 
or less created the British people that we see 
today (at least until the predicted year of 
2060, when demographically we could 
become a White minority). We are a white 
people, with Nordic and Keltic admixtures - 
all of them of course part of the greater Aryan 
people. England prospered, whilst Wales and 
Scotland held out with the last of the true 
Celts. But clouds were gathering once again 
on the North-Eastern horizon: the Vikings 
were about to enter the scene! 

The Vikings arrive 

Around the 8th century, a new sea people 
threatened Anglo-Saxon England. Savage 
sea rovers, or Vikings, swarmed out of their 
overcrowded homelands in Denmark and 
Norway. They attacked points all over Britain. 
With their being fierce and pagan, nowhere 
was safe: Scotland and the Hebrides; the 
Northeast and Lindisfarne; Ireland and 
Dublin; the North of England and points all 
around the coast. 

The Vikings were yet another wave of 
Nordic Aryans whose time had come. They 



COMING OF THE VIKINGS 
At first, fierce invaders, they later blended 
easily with the Saxons because of the 
racial similarity between the two peoples. 


ranged as far as Constantinople in the East 
and America in the West. Strong evidence 
now shows that the ‘Vinland’ mentioned in 
the Viking Sagas was actually part of North 
America, thus suggesting that Columbus was 
not the first white man on that continent. 

The Vikings raided up the River Seine 
and took Paris. They also settled Normandy, 
which takes its name from them: ‘Northmen’. 
Throughout Europe swept the prayer “God 
preserve us from the fury of the Northmen.” 

The Vikings settled in Ireland, especially 
the area arond Dublin, the Isle of Man and 
Northern England. Northern England and the 
North Midlands became the ‘Danelaw’ under 


permanent occupation by the Vikings. 
Europe and England trembled before the 
arrival of the famous ‘Great Army’ under its 
Raven Banner and led by three warrior 
brothers, the most famous being Guthrun. 
The Great Army was eventually defeated by 
the Anglo-Saxons, and the Raven Banner 
fell. 

Alfred, King of England, fought a long and 
gruelling guerrilla campaign against the 
Vikings and was eventually successful. At 
one time, during the reign of Cnut (King 
Canute), England and Norway were all part 
of one great Viking kingdom. 

The Northmen’s capital was at York 
(Viking: Jorvik), originally called Eboracum. It 
was in this area at the Battle of Stamford 
Bridge in 1066, that the Anglo-Saxon King, 
Harold, finally smashed the power of the 
Vikings. 

The many Norse who had settled in 
Britain blended in easily with their Anglo- 
Saxon cousins, again adding their fierce 
blood to our homogenous racial admixture. 
Place names from these times abound - the 
most famous of course being York, and it is 
sobering to think that that fortress of the New 
World Order, New York, owes its very name 
to our Viking ancestors. What would they 
think of that multi-racial cesspit today? 

During each of the periods we have 
described, invaders were met by the natives 
of Britain with shield and sword - a far cry 
from how we have reacted to recent invas¬ 
ions (or immigration, as they are now called). 

I am not suggesting, of course, that we 
can pick up sword and shield and violently 
repel the hordes of fraudulent asylum- 
seekers now battering at the gates of Britain, 
but the passivity of so many of us shows how, 
as a people, we have become soft and flabby 
when faced with huge inroads of foreigners! 


Iraq War: a different American military view 


Not all of the American military are shouting hurrah! to 
President Bush’s Iraq adventure. There are many senior US 
officers, serving and retired, who strongly oppose the war and 
the occupation. We just don V hear about them in the controlled 
media. 

One such man is Retired Brigadier General J.J. David, who 
knows the Middle East, having done three years of duty there. 
Earlier this year, he wrote a letter to Dr. Edward R. Fields’s The 
Truth at Last newspaper (PO Box 1211, Marietta, GA 30061, 
U.S.A), making his views very clear. We reprint the letter here, 
with the General’s private address at the bottom. 

DEAR EDITOR:- 

On this one-year anniversary of the beginning of the Iraq War, 
President Bush is proclaiming it to be a big achievement in 
bringing peace to the Iraqi people and a victory in the ongoing 
war on terrorism. 

President Bush could bring about a victory in the war on 
terrorism without sacrificing more than 550 (now over 1,000) 
American lives and over $1 trillion of US taxpayer money. 

All he would need to do is break clean from Israel and 
suspend all aid until Israel relinquishes its control of the 
occupied Palestinian territories, stops building and expanding 

_ ~ _ 


illegal Jewish settlements, accedes to the 
Palestinians’ right to self-determin¬ 
ation and evacuates Jewish settlers now 
living in areas of the West Bank and 
Gaza. 

With this recommendation, the 
President could instantly, and without 
firing a shot, quieten guerilla warfare 
in Iraq and anti-American protests 
throughout the world. 

Further, he would be taking a major 
step towards restoring the US to the 
position of respect and honour it once 
held among all Muslim and Arab nations. 

President Bush has the power to end the reign of terror right 
now if he is willing to break clean from the stranglehold of the 
Jewish lobby. Politically, it is a hard choice, but ultimately a 
sensible and realistic one that would bring about true peace and 
justice in the Middle East. 

Signed 

General J.J. David (Ret.) 

20 Ancient Oak Court 

Gen. David would be pleased to hear from readers around the world 

_ J 



BUSH 


Needs to free himself 
from the Jewish lobby 
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Can’t Bush and 
Blair see that Iraq is 
about to implode? 


ROBERT FISK reports from the front tine 



The mayhem goes on. This was an explosion in Central Baghdad last month. A police¬ 
man in the foreground waves a crowd back. 


The following article first appeared in Arab 
News on the 2nd August. It was brought to 
our attention by being reprinted in On 
Target newsletter , 26 Meadow Lane , 

Sudbury , Suffolk CO10 2TD. We reprint it 
here with very slight abridgement. 

THE WAR is a fraud. I’m not talking 
about the weapons of mass destruction 
that didn’t exist. Nor the links between 
Saddam Hussein and Al-Qaeda which 
didn’t exist. Nor all the other lies upon 
which we went to war. I’m talking about 
the new lies. For just as, before the war, 
our governments warned us of threats 
that did not exist, now they hide from us 
the threats that do exist. Much of Iraq 
has fallen outside the control of America’s 
puppet government in Baghdad, but we 
are not told. Hundreds of attacks are 
made against United States troops every 
month. But unless an American dies, we 
are not told. This month’s death toll of 
Iraqis in Baghdad alone has now reached 
700 - the worst month since the invasion 
ended. But we are not told. 

The stage management of this catas¬ 
trophe in Iraq was all too evident at Saddam 
Hussein’s ‘trial’. Not only did the United 
States military censor the tapes of the event. 
Not only did they effectively delete all 
sound of the 11 other defendants. But the 
Americans led Saddam Hussein to believe - 
until he reached the courtroom - that he was 
on his way to his execution. Indeed, when 
he entered the room he believed that the 
judge was there to condemn him to death. 
This, after all, was the way Saddam ran his 
own state security courts. No wonder he 
initially looked ‘disoriented’ - CNN’s 
helpful description - because, of course, he 
was meant to look that way. We had made 
sure of that. Which is why Saddam asked 
Judge Juhi: “Are you a lawyer? ... Is this a 
trial?” 

And swiftly, as he realised that this 
really was an initial court hearing - not a 
preliminary to his own hanging - he quickly 
adopted an attitude of belligerence. But 
don’t think we’re going to learn much more 
about Saddam’s future court appearances. 
Salem Chalabi, the brother of convicted 
fraudster Ahmad and the man entrusted by 
the Americans with the tribunal, told the 
Iraqi press two weeks ago that all media 
would be excluded from future court 
hearings. And I can see why. Because if 
Saddam does a Milosevic, he’ll want to talk 
about the real intelligence and military 
connections of his regime - which were 
primarily with the United States. 

WEIRD AND DANGEROUS 

Living in Iraq these past few weeks is a 
weird as well as dangerous experience. I 
drive down to Najaf. Highway 8 is one of 


the worst in Iraq. Westerners are murdered 
there. It is littered with burnt-out police 
vehicles and American trucks. Every police 
post for 70 miles has been abandoned. Yet a 
few hours later, I am sitting in my room in 
Baghdad watching British Prime Minister 
Tony Blair, grinning in the House of 
Commons as if he is the hero of a school 
debating competition; so much for the 
Butler report. Indeed, watching any 
Western television station in Baghdad these 
days is like tuning in to Planet Mars. 

Doesn’t Blair realise that Iraq is about to 
implode? Doesn’t Bush realise this? The 
American-appointed ‘Government’ controls 
only parts of Baghdad - and even there its 
ministers and civil servants are car-bombed 
and assassinated. Baquba, Samara, Kut, 
Mahmoudiya, Hilia, Fallujah, Ramadi, all 
are outside government authority. Iyad 
Allawi, the ‘Prime Minister’, is little more 
than mayor of Baghdad. 

“Some journalists,” Blair announces, 
“almost want there to be a disaster in Iraq. ” 
He doesn’t get it. The disaster exists now. 


When suicide bombers ram their cars into 
hundreds of recruits outside police stations, 
how on earth can anyone hold an election 
next January? Even the National Confer¬ 
ence to appoint those who will arrange 
elections has been twice postponed. And 
looking back through my notebooks over 
the past five weeks, I find that not a single 
Iraqi, not a single American soldier I have 
spoken to, not a single mercenary - be he 
American, British or South African - 
believes that there will be elections in 
January. All said that Iraq is deteriorating 
by the day. And most asked why we journ¬ 
alists weren’t saying so. 

BUSH CLAIMS ‘IMPROVEMENT’ 

But in Baghdad, I turn on my television 
and watch Bush telling his Republican 
supporters that Iraq is improving, that 
Iraqis support the ‘Coalition’, that they 
support their new United States-manufac- 
tured government, that the ‘War on Terror’ 
is being won, that Americans are safer. 
Then I go to an Internet site and watch two 
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hooded men hacking off the head of an 
American in Riyadh, tearing at the 
vertebrae of an American with a knife. 

Each day, the papers here list another 
construction company pulling out of the 
country. And I go down to visit the 
friendly, tragically sad staff of the Baghdad 
mortuary and there, each day, are dozens of 
those Iraqis we supposedly came to liberate, 
screaming and weeping and cursing as they 
carry their loved ones on their shoulders in 
cheap coffins. I keep re-reading Tony 
Blair’s statement: “I remain convinced it 
was right to go to war. It was the most 
difficult decision of my life.” And I cannot 
understand it. And driving along the streets 
of Baghdad now, watching the terrified 
American patrols, hearing yet another 
thunderous explosion shaking my windows 
and doors after dawn, I realise what all this 
means. Going to war in Iraq, invading Iraq 
last year, was the most difficult decision 
Blair had to take because he thought - 
correctly -that it might be the wrong 
decision. 

I will always remember his remark to 
British troops in Basra, that the sacrifice of 


British soldiers was not Hollywood but 
“real flesh and blood. ” Yes, it was real 
flesh and blood that was shed. “Deadly 
force is authorised,” it says on checkpoints 
all over Baghdad. Authorised by whom? 
There is no accountability. Repeatedly, on 
the great highways out of the city United 
States soldiers shriek at motorists and open 
fire at the least suspicion. “We had some 
Navy Seals down at our checkpoint the 
other day,” a 1st Cavalry sergeant says to 
me. “They asked if we were having any 
trouble. I said, yes, they’ve been shooting 
at us from a house over there. One of them 
asked: That house?’ We said yes. So they 
have these three SUVs, and a lot of 
weapons made of titanium and they drive 
off towards the house. And later they come 
back and say: ‘We’ve taken care of that.’ 
And we didn’t get shot at any more. ” 

What does this mean? 

AMERICANS BRAGGING 

The Americans are now bragging about 
their siege of Najaf. Lieutenant Colonel 
Garry Bishop of the 37th Armoured 
Division’s 1st Battalion believes it was an 


“ideal” battle (even though he failed to kill 
or capture Moqtada Sadr, whose ‘Mehdi 
army’ were fighting the United States 
forces). It was “ideal,” Bishop explained, 
because the Americans avoided damaging 
the holy shrines of the Imams Ali and 
Hussein. What are Iraqis to make of this? 
What if a Muslim army occupied Kent and 
bombarded Canterbury and then bragged 
that they hadn’t damaged Canterbury 
Cathedral? Would we be grateful? 

What, indeed, are we to make of a war 
which is turned into a fantasy by those who 
started it? As foreign workers pour out of 
Iraq for fear of their lives, United States 
Secretary of State Colin Powell tells a press 
conference that hostage-taking is having an 
“effect” on reconstruction. Effect! Oil 
pipeline explosions are now as regular as 
power cuts. In parts of Baghdad now, they 
have only four hours of electricity a day; 
the streets swarm with foreign mercenaries, 
guns poking from windows, shouting 
abusively at Iraqis who don’t clear the way 
for them. This is the ‘safer’ Iraq which 
Blair was boasting of the other day. What 
world does the British Government exist in? 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


THE Royal Air Force sent a delegation to last 
month’s ‘Gay Pride’ festival in Manchester. 
The purpose? Recruitment! 

Uniformed servicemen and women mingled 
with many thousands of ‘gays’ and lesbians at 
the event in order to persuade them that today 
homosexuals are welcome in the RAF. 

This came five years after a ruling by 
European human rights judges that a ban on 
queers in the British military would no longer 
be tolerated. 

* * * 

AN overflowing bin bag was thrown away by 
cleaners at the Tate Gallery on London’s Mill- 
bank. They assumed it just contained rubbish. 

But they were wrong! The bag was there as a 
work of art, included in an exhibition of1960s 
art. It was part of a work by East London-based 
Gustav Metzger called ‘Recreation of First 
Public Demonstration of Auto-Destructive Art ’. 

* * * 

A BRIGHTON couple nearly got into big trouble 
when they helped themselves to some pebbles on 
the local beach to decorate a floor in their home. 
The police interviewed them but decided not to 
prosecute - this time! 

A similar case came to light in Dorset, where 
some youngsters removed a few pebbles from the 
beach there. A local police spokesman told the 
press that the police regarded this kind of thing 
as “a very serious offence.” 

* * * 

AT A TIME of drastic defence cuts, explained 
by the Government as being necessary in the 
interests of ‘economy’, the Army is spending 
£40,000 a year on cosmetic surgery for 
soldiers. 

This is not to repair wounds or burns 


suffered in action; it is for nose jobs, tummy 
tucks and breast surgery. Service chiefs have 
defended the policy, saying that they have a 
“duty of care” for their personnel. 

* * * 

HOME Secretary David Blunkett has announced 
that Australians, Canadians, New Zealanders, 
South Africans and Americans who want to apply 
for UK citizenship must first supply evidence that 
they can speak English! 

It is presumed that this requirement has been 
introduced in case would-be immigrants from 
non-English-speaking countries who also have to 
take the test complain of ‘racism ’. 

* * * 

SOME while ago the police station in the small 
seaside town of Penmaenmawr, North Wales, 
was closed down for refiirbishments, costing 
£30,000. The locals were encouraged by the 
thought that this showed a new commitment by 
the region’s constabulary to fighting crime. 

But they were disappointed. When the face-lift 
had been completed and the building opened 
again it was found that it was not to be a police 
station at all but the headquarters of a newly 
established race-equality group, to be run by 
Indian immigrant Susheela Lourie. 

Local councillor Ken Stevens said that the 
people of the town felt betrayed. “We don’t have 
any race relations problems in this town,” he 
went on. “What we need is a proper police 
station.” 

* * * 

ASYLUM-SEEKERS who complained about 
a council’s delay in paying their rents are set 
to receive a total of £1,500 in compensation. 
Four people told the local government om¬ 
budsman they had experienced problems with 


payments from Lambeth Council, in South 
London, between 2000 and 2002. 

The ombudsman Jerry White recomm¬ 
ended the sum to be paid by the council. 

* * * 

AS many will know, NHS hospitals have been 
sending doctor’s letters to patients to be typed in 
India because the service cannot attract enough 
secretaries. 

However, the policy has produced some 
bizarre results, due to the poor English of many 
of the Indian typists. 

One note referred to a patient’s ‘baloney 
amputation, which should have read ‘below- 
knee amputation Another said someone was 
suffering ‘Euston Station tube malfunction ’, 
whereas the correct description was ‘eustachian 
tube malfunction ’, an ear problem. Perhaps the 
most hilarious of all was a letter about a 
patient’s libido, which said: “He is having 
trouble with his directions. ” 

* * * 

ONE bishop thinks he has solved the problem of 
declining church attendances. Those coming to 
services will be given ‘goody’ bags of free gifts, 
including chocolate. 

The Bishop of Manchester, the Rt. Rev. Nigel 
McCulloch, has said that the initiative, spon¬ 
sored by a Christian businessman, is largely 
aimed at over-50s who have drifted away from 
worship. 

* * * 

ON August Bank Holiday prison staff in 
Staffordshire were fuming as leave was 
cancelled because authorities had organised a 
‘Cultural Diversity Day’. 

A huge barbecue was laid on at Drake Hall 
jail in Eccleshill for all the inmates. On the 
menu were two spit-roasted pigs, onion bhajis, 
a Mediterranean flan and vegetable dishes. A 
Prison Service spokesman said: “This event 
will help promote equality and good relations.” 
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BRITAIN, standing shoulder to 
shoulder with America, is, we are told, 
locked in a lethal struggle with 
murderous terror conducted by 
‘Islamic Fundamentalists’ belonging 
to a formidable, efficient and fanatical 
organisation called ‘A1 Qaeda’, led by 
Messianic ‘super-terrorist’ Osama bin 
Laden. True or false? That is the 
question. 


The answer, which it is the purpose of 
this article to suggest, is that this whole 
story is possibly the biggest heap of 
outrageous, bare-faced balderdash with 
which the ruling powers of our contem¬ 
porary world have ever tried to insult our 
intelligence. 

There is, of course, no doubt of the 
reality of the terrorist acts that have 
occurred, including, obviously, the on¬ 
slaught on the World Trade Centre and the 
Pentagon, the Madrid railway bombings 
and the occasional attacks on American 
and other Western interests’ in various 
corners of the world both before and after 
11th September 2001. What is in doubt is 
their true authors and the real agenda they 
have been designed to serve - as opposed to 
what we have been officially told. 

By way of introduction, it may be said 
that ‘conspiracy theories’ (i.e. views of 
events contrary to those disseminated by 
the Government and established author¬ 
ities) have long been the butt of main¬ 
stream writers and publicists in our mass 
media and academe, who largely tend, from 
whatever motives, mental laziness or 
otherwise, narrowly to echo the official line 
on any tragic and momentous incident. 
Anyone who radically questions what these 
‘authorities’ tell us is liable instantly to be 
stigmatised by these gentry as a crank, 
misfit or extremist. 

But we nationalists more than anybody 
should be the very first to ask why the 


official line on anything of this kind should 
be given any privileged status whatsoever. 
This is particularly so where careful 
scrutiny shows the official version of any 
event to be grossly deficient. Why on earth 
should we give our present masters, who 
have wrought such ruin on our land and 
people, the tiniest smidgen of credibility? 
Surely, almost the whole of our metier is to 
dispel the smokescreens of lies behind 


which they have worked such destruction. 
And we know, of course, that they lie 
regularly. 

As to whether we are to accept ‘conspir¬ 
acy theories’, the sole criterion should be 
whether they stand up to rational scrutiny 



The 9/11 attacks: were Islamic terror¬ 
ists the real culprints? 


or not, as compared with official ‘truth’. 
Before being rejected out of hand, they 
should be tested according to the Sherlock 
Holmes maxim: “Once you have eliminated 
the impossible, what remains, however 
improbable, must be the truth.” 

As far as the accepted ‘truth’ about the 
11th September attacks and the Bush/Blair 
‘war on terror’ are concerned, these are 
taking even harder knocks with the 
passage of time. Dramatically, Channel 
Four TV felt driven to air a documentary on 
9th September which went far to vindicate 
even the most radical sceptics. 

One of the most vilified of these has 
been former television sports commentator 
and ‘new-age’ writer on global conspiracy, 
David Icke. Icke’s analysis of the WTC and 
Pentagon attacks, whatever one may think 
of some of his more outre- sounding propo¬ 
sitions on other matters, is the most comp¬ 
rehensive, no-holds-barred critique of 
official claims about these events to be 
published to date. Nationalists are strongly 
recommended to read his Alice in Wonder¬ 
land and the World Trade Centre Disaster: 
why the Official Story of 9/11 is a Monu¬ 
mental Lie (Bridge of Love Publications, 
U.S.A., October 2002. £16.00. Available 
from the ‘New-Age’ section of most major 
bookshops). At the very least, the book is a 
wonderful riposte to George W. Bush’s 
strange outburst in the aftermath of the 
catastrophe: “Let us never tolerate out¬ 
rageous conspiracy theories concerning the 
attack of 11th September” - surely the 
watchword of every powerful figure with a 
guilty secret but hardly the sort of thing to 
be blurted out so soon after the event. It has 
more than a slight ring of the President 
protesting too much. 

Questions not welcome 

Icke’s book is perhaps best begun at 
Chapter seven. From this point the author 
describes the unfolding of the attacks on 
the day blow by blow, so far as the facts can 
be ascertained (US officialdom at the FBI, 
the Federal Aviation Authority [FAA] and 
the airlines whose planes were snatched 
did not, to put it mildly, welcome Icke’s 
probing questions about the anomalies, 
implausibilities, contradictions and ‘econ¬ 
omies with the actuality of the official 
version. In fact, by his account he met a 
seemingly panicky stonewall). 

They want us to believe that the Sept¬ 
ember 11th outrages were the unaided 
work of Osama bin Laden & Co. But this is 
clearly hokum. It simply is not possible to 
hijack planes in US air space and then fly 
them around unchallenged for an hour or so 
more (on 11th September 2001, American 
Airlines Flight 77 was in the air for over 50 
minutes from the loss of its transponder 
signal before striking the Pentagon, and 
United Airlines Flight 93 for perhaps even 
longer before crashing or being shot down 
in Pennsylvania - both were allowed to 
continue flying way off course and incomm¬ 
unicado, even though the World Trade 
Centre had been hit quite a while earlier) - 
not possible, that is, unless someone is 
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allowing you to do it. 

Even without transponder contact, it is 
no big deal for aircraft to be tracked by 
ordinary radar, so it is simply out of the 
question that the airliners were ever 
irrecoverably lost from sight by US ground 
control and surveillance agencies. 

Supposedly ironclad procedures are in 
place to provide for the scrambling of 
military aircraft to intercept any plane 
losing ground contact, as each of the four 
airliners did in turn when their trans¬ 
ponders went down. In such an event FAA 
regulations make it absolutely clear that 
air traffic controllers must never take 
chances. Icke quotes in Alice in Wonder¬ 
land , p. 220 standing instructions, stating 
in clear black and white that... 

“... if there is an unexpected loss of 
radar or radio communication [as on 
September 11th] they must consider 
that an emergency exists... and if... 
you are in doubt that a situation 
constitutes an emergency or potential 
emergency, handle it as if it were an 
emergency.” 

The next step is for the ultra-hi-tech 
North American Defence Command 
(NORAD) to be contacted without delay so 
that an intercept can be made. NORAD, 
charged with the defence of US and 
Canadian air space against any event¬ 
uality, including obviously a hijack, is 
capable of achieving this in a matter of a 
few minutes. Although American Airlines 
Flight 11 and United Airlines Flight 175, 
which both took off from Logan Airport, 
Boston, before striking the World Trade 
Centre, were in the air for a considerably 
shorter time than the other two aircraft, 
the disposition of fighter bases in the North 
Eastern United States is still such as to 
have allowed fast-flying interceptors to 
arrive in their vicinity well in time to stop 
the attacks - provided of course that the 
FAA and NORAD had been performing 
their minimum routine functions. 

Slow reaction 

As it turned out, fighters were tardily 
scrambled but appear, strangely, to have 
flown towards their RV with the airliners 
at subsonic speeds, guaranteeing that they 
would not make it before the latter crashed 
into the WTC. With similar tardiness, 
interceptors were launched against Flight 
77. Oddly, these were dispatched not from 
Andrews Air Base, eight or nine miles as 
the crow flies from the Pentagon and 
specifically sited for the defence of 
Washington DC, but from Langley Air 
Base, Virginia, some 130 miles away! (See 
Alice in Wonderland, pp. 229-230). This 
must have helped to ensure, similarly, that 
the attack would get through. 

During 2000 alone NORAD had 
managed to meet the type of situation in 
which ground control-cockpit contact had 
been lost, and/or aircraft had wandered off 
course [exactly as happened to Flights 11, 
175, 77 and 93] with perfect efficiency no 
fewer than 125 times ( Alice in Wonderland, 
p.219), as it is required to do when “any¬ 


thing inexplicable is happening.” Any 
sensible explanation as to why it failed to 
do so four times in one morning on 
September 11th 2001 has so far been 
refused. 

We have just recently been regaled by a 
US congressional commission of enquiry, 
perhaps sinisterly headed by a member of 
the Rockefeller clan, with the proposition 
that ‘9/11’ happened because “America was 
asleep” (Icke warned in his book that the 
establishment would claim ‘incompetence’ 
as the cause of what happened if put under 
pressure to explain itself). But it should be 
painfully obvious from all that has been 
said here that neither America, nor 
probably any other advanced country with 
sophisticated air traffic control and air 
defence systems, could possibly be “asleep” 
in the way they are trying to tell us. These 
systems function with pre-determined 
machine-like precision; they simply cannot 
“go to sleep.” 

This fatuous explanation illuminates 
nothing, and is very likely intended as 
obfuscation. It is the considered opinion of 
knowledgeable people, such as ex-German 
Federal Government Defence Minister 
Andreas von Billow (quoted by Icke, op. cit., 
p.308) that the crucial non-functioning of 
these key agencies (along with the appar¬ 
ent ‘failures’ of America’s external and 
internal security organs, the CIA and FBI) 
was something that could only have been 
procured from a very high level in the 
‘intelligence’ command structure. Viewing 
the crime rationally in terms of means, 
opportunity and motive, it can hardly be in 
doubt that the people with the first two of 
these things at their disposal were, and 
are, to be found a good bit closer to home 
than the legendary lair of Osama bin Laden! 

Veteran US ‘Security and Special Oper¬ 
ations’ specialist Colonel Leroy Fletcher 
Prouty is one man who ought to know. His 
experience in the US intelligence comm¬ 
unity goes back over 40 years to the era of 
J.F. Kennedy’s killing, and he has written 
about CIA involvement in that episode. 
Says Prouty: “No one has to direct an 
assassination; it happens. The active role is 
played secretly by permitting it to happen. 
This is the greatest single clue. Who 
has the power to call off or reduce the 
usual security precautions” (JM’s em¬ 
phasis). Does this not apply in detail and a 
fortiori to the WTC and Pentagon attacks? 

‘Compelling’ evidence 

No wonder that the Channel Four docu¬ 
mentary reported that there is now, to 
quote the Daily Mail’s TV critic Chris¬ 
topher Matthew on Friday, 10th Sept¬ 
ember 2004, “a widely held theory that the 
US Government conspired to make 9/11 
happen - and indeed may have engineered 
it.” The evidence offered by the programme, 
he added, “was compelling, and the people 
who supported it were clearly no fantas¬ 
ists.” 

No wonder too that Mrs. Ellen Mariani, 
whose husband died on Flight 175 when it 
ploughed into the South Tower of the World 


Trade Centre, is using racketeering laws to 
get the Bush administration prosecuted for 
deliberately standing down America’s air 
defences in the full knowledge that the 
attacks were about to happen. Writes 
Matthew: “How was it, she asks, that every 
one of the 67 passenger planes that had 
veered off course before 9/11 had been 
intercepted by fighter planes, but not on 
this occasion?” 

Which brings us to motive. Here too, the 
Channel Four documentary was enlight¬ 
ening. It made reference to the ‘Project for a 
New American Century’, the neo-conser- 
vative manifesto whose drafting was super¬ 
vised by some of the ‘usual suspects’ one 
associates with the Bush regime. Dick 
Cheney, Donald Rumsfeld, Paul Wolfowitz 
and Jeb Bush were names. The likes of 
Charles Krauthammer, Michael Ledeen, 
Bernard Lewis and Richard Perle (all of 
whom, along with Wolfowitz, have ‘some¬ 
thing else’ in common) might have been 
added. All are significant ‘think-tankers* 
who have contributed vastly to the formu¬ 
lation of the ‘neo-con’ Weltanschauung. 

The document (sometimes mentioned, 
not too widely read) was quoted to the effect 
that, if America were to become “to¬ 
morrow’s dominant force,” this would be a 
long business “unless there is a catas¬ 
trophic and catalysing event, like Pearl 
Harbour.” Clairvoyance? Or did these 
gentlemen know something the rest of us 
did not? 

Doctrine of‘counter-terrorism’ 

Like bad pennies, a few of these 
neo-conservative names turned up in ‘The 
Terrorist Professors’, an enlightening 
article by Kevin Toolis in the New 
Statesman on 14th June 2004. America’s 
new-found spirit of military aggression is 
ideologically driven, suggests Toolis, by 
what he calls the doctrine of ‘counter- 
terrorism’. Rooted in the Cold War era and 
long pre-dating 9/11, this held that ‘The 
West’ was beset with terrorist threats 
sponsored by the Soviet Union. It was 
urged that any insurrection anywhere was 
the work of Soviet subversion and, by 
implication, that any state faced with such 
an insurrection must necessarily be “a 
strategic asset of the West.” 

Above all, this model was held to apply 
to Israel in its relations with the Pales¬ 
tinians, and it was Israel and its inter¬ 
national support network which led the 
world in promoting it. All Palestinian 
resistance to Jewish occupation was 
‘terrorism’, an idea that, once firmly 
planted in the minds of America’s policy 
makers, survived the Cold War to re- 
emerge in the present day. 

Hence the sprouting of incestuously 
related academic centres in Britain and 
America where ‘terrorism studies’, says 
Toolis, “are the new, new thing, and 
graduate programmes are springing up 
like an intifada across the western world.” 
It is often difficult, he adds, to disentangle 
these “supposed academic institutes” from 
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the “web of private corporations and guns- 
for-hire contractors that have sprung up to 
service the post-11th September era,” and 
which give them profitable subsidies. Most 
of all, they are inseparable from “explicitly 
neo-conservative Israeli or Washington 
think-tanks.” 

“As an academic discipline,” comments 
Toolis, “counter-terrorism is still exclus¬ 
ively devoted to sub-state groups... [ignor¬ 
ing] state terror.” Thus if a Palestinian 
kills Israelis with a crude home-made 
suicide bomb on behalf of Hamas or 
Hezbollah that is ‘terrorism’. But if the 
Israeli Defence Force wipes out several 
times as many Palestinians with state-of- 
the-art American-supplied missiles that is 
“legitimate self-defence against terrorism.” 

Meanwhile, within this intellectual 
framework, Palestinian national aspirat¬ 
ions and the Palestinians as a people are 
simply subsumed under the rubric of 
‘terror’ as, to quote Toolis, “an entity to be 
crushed by military force, not a people to be 
negotiated with.” 

Israeli link 

“Almost all western counter-terrorist 
academic centres,” says Toolis, “are closely 
linked to Israeli institutions such as the 
International Policy Institute for Counter- 
Terrorism.” The executive director of this 
establishment is Boaz Ganor, who turns 
out to be “a close political ally” of former 
Israel Premier Binyamin Netanyahu. 

Netanyahu is credited by Toolis with 
two achievements. The first was, when he 
was Prime Minister, to make counter¬ 
terrorism “the ideology of the Israeli State,” 
of which it remains the model with its 
“targeted killings, pre-emptive bombings 
and all-encompassing security checks.” The 
second, dating from the 1970s, was Netan¬ 
yahu’s role “as a vivid, brilliant propa¬ 
gandist and player on the Washington 
diplomatic circuit,” to convince American 
conservatives that “the sectional interests 
of the Israeli State were identical to those 
of the western democracies,” a matter over 
which, to be sure, Netanyahu was pushing 
on an open door. 

To promote ‘counter-terrorist’ ideas, 
Netanyahu had founded the ‘Jonathan 
Institute’. As Toolis states, many of the 
contributors at the second of its confer¬ 
ences, held in Washington in 1984, “re¬ 
appear as neo-conservatives in the run-up 
to the 2003 Iraq War.” Thus one may say 
that America’s current lethal phase of 
conquest was tripped by power-wielders 
mentally in the grip of Zionism in its most 
psychotic and murderous form. After 11th 
September 2001, says Toolis, “American 
neo-conservatives such as Donald Rums¬ 
feld, Douglas Feith and Richard Perle 
incorporated the Israeli counter-terrorist 
model into US foreign policy.” Thereby not 
only are Israel’s immediate geopolitical 
interests to be secured but, not for the first 


time in history, the whole world is to be 
shaped to an arrogant all-embracing 
Zionist-Jewish mould, as globalism and 
one-worldism march forward, in a ‘counter- 
terrorist’ guise, behind American tanks 
and bombers. 

Of course, you can’t quite justify setting 
up any counter-terrorist regime, let alone 
one of global reach, without the existence of 
actual terrorists! The key question here is 
whether the people alleged to have carried 
out the September 11th and other terrorist 
mayhem were actually the people we have 
been told carried them out. 

The US ‘security’ services were suppos¬ 
edly so incompetent that they had no idea 
that America was about to be attacked 
right up till September 11th 2001 — a down¬ 
right lie if ‘conspiracy theorists’ are to be 
believed. Icke describes how the long¬ 
standing investigations of low-level FBI 
operatives into potential suicide attacks 
using aircraft were deliberately quashed by 
their superiors. In addition, Israeli Mossad 
agents masquerading as ‘art students’ were 
closely shadowing all the Arab immigrants 
later fingered as ‘culprits’, so Israel knew 
but said nothing. As Matthew relates in his 
Mail piece describing one theory, this was 
because its “government wanted to ensure 
the world was hostile to Arabs.” 

Yet by September 12th these agencies 
had suddenly become so efficient that they 
not only “knew” that A1 Qaida was respon¬ 
sible but were able to produce the names of 
“nineteen hijackers.” As for this alleged 
“super-terrorist” organisation, let us read 
what Toolis says of it: “This amorphous 
global Islamic conspiracy” portrayed as 
busily besieging not only the “US super¬ 
power” but the whole of the western world 
had, “11th September aside,” managed to 
kill the princely total of “just over a 
hundred American citizens in terrorist 
incidents spread over a decade.” 

A1 Qaida ‘minuscule’ 

Toolis describes A1 Qaida as “a minus¬ 
cule organisation.” Not very convincing 
credentials for the star role the authorities 
evidently want it to play in the public 
imagination! 

As for Mr. bin Laden himself, even Tony 
Blair was forced to admit in Parliament in 
the aftermath of the attacks that no 
evidence of his guilt existed that would 
stand up in any court. As Icke points out, 
Osama bin Laden has largely been 
convicted of the crime on the strength of 
repetition rather than evidence. 

Is it not far more probable that, like Lee 
Harvey Oswald in the Kennedy assass¬ 
ination, and maybe Timothy McVeigh in 
the Oklahoma bombing, Osama bin Laden 
is the ‘patsy’ in an establishment ‘sting’ 
operation, a type of figure that, as Icke 
says, is crucially needed on such occasions 
(Alice in Wonderland , pp. 17-18)? By these 
means, notes Icke, our masters “can so 
manipulate the public mind that people 
will... allow [them] to introduce what in 
normal circumstances they would vehem¬ 
ently oppose, including illegitimate, unnec¬ 


essary and unjustified wars of conquest 
abroad and oppressive legislation at home. 
Hence the ‘Patriot Act’, pushed through the 
US Congress with indecent haste on a wave 
of post-9/11 hysteria and, here in Britain, 
David Blunkett’s Civil Contingencies Bill, 
with its proposals for denying ‘terror’ 
suspects due process. No doubt, as time 
goes by, what constitutes ‘terrorism’ will 
prove endlessly re-interpretable at the 
whim of the authorities. 

In this country since 2001 we have had 
terrorist scares rather than terrorist acts. 
But fear would serve the type of agenda we 
are looking at almost as well as facts, and 
fear is something our intelligence services 
have always been especially expert in 
generating for this purpose. Moreover they 
are set up so as to have a vested interest in 
promoting it! Thus a container full of 
“poisonous white chemical powder” was 
recently ‘discovered’ in a Heathrow ware¬ 
house; a plot to “bomb Manchester United 
football ground” was unmasked; a “nuclear 
dirty bomb conspiracy” has been foiled - all 
in the last few months. 

As James Rusbridger remarked in his 
book The Intelligence Game (Bodley Head, 
1989), nobody can ever prove one way or 
the other whether these claims are true, 
since MI5, MI6 and their ilk can always 
evade public scrutiny by pleading ‘national 
security’ considerations. Suffice it to say, 
he went on, that “neither terrorism nor 
espionage are as widespread or important 
as the security services would have us 
believe in the exaggerated stories they 
continually leak to the media, nor are they 
particularly good at preventing either” (op. 
cit., p.2). 

Imaginary intelligence 

Secret service charlatanism materially 
serves the projects of the powerful in very 
important ways. Says Rusbridger of the 
‘spooks’: “All they need to do is find out 
what their particular politicians want to 
hear and then tailor the information they 
provide to please them. The most import¬ 
ant form of intelligence for pleasing polit¬ 
icians is imaginary intelligence.” 

This was written in Cold War days. 
Today the only thing novel about the great 
Whitehall farce, Iraq’s ‘Weapons of Mass 
Destruction’ (starring Anthony Blair, Alas- 
tair Campbell and John Scarlett of MI6 and 
the Joint Intelligence Committee) was that 
the players got caught doing it in public! 

None of this is to suggest for one 
moment that Britain won’t suffer some 
horrific attack, maybe even with nuclear, 
chemical or biological agents. But if this 
happens, just remember that, to para¬ 
phrase someone who was in a position to 
know (Disraeli), “the world is moved by 
very different personages than is believed 
by those who are not behind the scenes.” If 
it is anything at all, ‘A1 Qaida’, like some 
other alleged terrorist organisations, is 
unlikely to be more than a deceptive front 
for just such personages and their real 
purposes. In other words, any such attack 
would have a very different origin. 
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BOOK REVIEW 

Tsarism vindicated 


The Third Rome: Holy Russia , Tsarism 
and Orthodoxy (M. Raphael Johnson). 
TBR Book Club, 645 Pennsylvania 
Avenue SE, Suite 100, Washington, DC 
20003, U.S.A. US$35.00 (inc. p&p). 

We are chronically short of books on 
pre-revolutionary Russia written from a pro- 
Tsarist point of view. We are also lacking in 
works extolling the advantages of true 
monarchy - that is monarchy vested with real 
ruling powers, as distinct from the toothless 
constitutional brands existing in Britain and 
certain other European countries today. The 
Third Rome , within its limits of length and 
detail, meets both needs. Its monarchical advo¬ 
cacy is particularly interesting coming as it 
does from the pen of an American author. 

Though the book is focused on Russia, it is 
really a book about the arguments for 
monarchy versus democracy. Russia under the 
Tsars is depicted in orthodox historiography as 
the acme of an ‘absolutist’ state. The reality, as 
the writer repeatedly points out, is that under 
Tsarism there were all kinds of de facto limits 
on the powers of the ruler, whilst his or her 
duties and obligations were immense. Today in 
the so-called ‘democracies’ an absolutism 
exists that is different in kind but more than 
equal in degree: the absolutism of money, and 
its hold over populations through control of the 
media and ‘bought’ political parties and other 
institutions. At the same time, duties and 
obligations can easily be submerged in the 
nearly anonymous nature of the gigantic 
financial forces that shape our world. 

In an introductory chapter, Mr. Johnson 
discourses generally on the myths surrounding 
monarchical and parliamentary (or republican) 
systems. He makes it clear here and throughout 
the book that almost all conventional western 
viewpoints concerning Imperial Russia have 
been formulated in centres of learning heavily 
influenced by leftist-liberal bias. And the meth¬ 
odology of argument is dishonest. He says:- 

“What has struck this author as particularly 
absurd about the English-language literature 
on this topic... is that the reality of royal 
government - as a historical phenomenon - 
is contrasted with the theory of ‘democracy’. 

It is a rhetorical sleight of hand: the reality, 
that is the day-to-day functioning of royal 
government, is not contrasted with the 
actual functioning of republican systems, 
but rather with the idealistic theory of repub¬ 
licanism...” 

And he goes on:- 

“The reality of ‘democracy’ worldwide has 
been sweatshop labour, oligarchic and 
media control, and a political class that has 
been termed chronically corrupt and plastic... 
“Partisans of liberalism, republicanism or 
some form of capitalism have absolutely no 
right to be smug or self-satisfied. They are 
living in a cultural system that produces 
semi-literate ‘college graduates’, a flurry of 
meaningless low-wage service jobs, dest¬ 


royed or corrupt labour unions, destroyed 
and broke family farmers, unspeakably 
concentrated wealth, a media monopoly 
based around a handful of major families... 
debased art, a laughably inferior public 
education system, mindless pop music... a 
horrifying divorce rate... gang warfare in 
the cities... ethnic strife... and a host of 
other evils that should nicely silence the 
arrogant, uninformed and tenured.” 

There follows a history of Russia from the 
beginnings of the Russian State in AD 626 up 
to the time of the 1917 Revolution, but 
excluding the subsequent Soviet period. Inevit¬ 
ably, in a book of slightly over 200 pages and in 
view of the vast scope of the subject, this is 
somewhat potted. There is repeated emphasis 
on the external dangers on the country’s 
western and southern borders, and the need 
thus for a large military establishment to be 
constantly maintained. Some attention is given 
to disputes between factions of the traditional 
Orthodox Church and between that church and 
Catholicism, particularly in respect of Catholic 
Poland. The records of various emperors and 
empresses are analysed in a spirit of objectivity 
seldom evident in a western writer. There is a 
chapter on serfdom which should be read by 
those western liberals who make a habit of 
unreserved condemnation of it, usually of the 
knee-jerk kind and from a standpoint of almost 
total ignorance. Mr. Johnson does not suggest 
that serfdom should be restored but neither 
does he dismiss it as an unmitigated evil. He 
draws some contrasts between the secure 
positions of Russian serfs under usually benev¬ 
olent owners and the precarious lives of 
wage-slaves in the often anarchic labour 
markets of liberal-capitalism. 

Johnson is scathing on the many ‘liberal’ 
reformers, home-grown and foreign, who have 
posed as champions of the peasant classes in 
Russia across the ages. Usually, he makes 
clear, they were not touched by concern for the 
country’s lower orders so much as by a determ¬ 
ination to promote ‘progress’ in the service of 
particular vested interests. Speaking of one 
committee supposedly representing ‘enlight¬ 
ened’ opinion in the early 19th century, he said:- 

“... many of these men were planning a 
Jacobin terror of their own, with their finan¬ 
cial interests as the inevitable victor.” 

THE CRY FOR RIGHTS’ 

Like our liberals of today, these people 
were for ever yammering about ‘rights’. Says 
Johnson:- 

“Right and duty were things that adhered to 
- not an abstract conceptual apparatus - but 
to a certain estate and a certain class for the 
enjoyment of certain rewards and for the 
requirement of specific exactions and 
responsibilities. The idea of‘rights’ hanging 
in conceptual thin air was a product of 
‘enlightened’ western thinking, as it was in 
the interests of the rising capitalist class 



throughout Europe to claim that their usury 
and abuse of the formerly free peasant/ 
worker was the result of a ‘God-given 
universal right.’ ” 

In a number of places Johnson posits the 
alternatives to Tsarism and exhibits them 
mercilessly. Here is a classic example:- 

“In democratic thinking, only the ambitious 
and obnoxious are capable of doing what is 
necessary to get elected. American politic¬ 
ians (and equally so British ones. JT) are 
whores. They are forced to alter their views 
depending on the group the politician is 
meeting with or speaking to. He is 
constantly asking for money with far less 
grace than a common prostitute. He often is 
entirely ignorant on the basic principles of 
political philosophy, including the philo¬ 
sophy that informs his own government. He 
is constantly campaigning, and therefore 
simply does not have the time to reflect, 
reason and improve himself... His desire is 
single: to have some semblance of power 
and the ability to exploit it for personal gain.” 

Tsarist politics - the only meaningful form 
of monarchical politics - was designed to spare 
a great country these evils. Whatever may be 
said against Tsarism, it was instrumental in the 
building of a mighty state which extended from 
the Baltic to the Pacific. Russia’s modem 
experimentation with ‘democracy’ has seen 
only the disintegration of that state and the 
atrophy of its power. Is the new Government of 
President Putin bent on taking the country back 
to more traditional ways? It is early to say but if 
a leader is to be judged by the enemies he 
makes, better things for ‘Holy Russia’ might 
well lie ahead. 

With tremendous events taking shape in 
one of the world’s most important nations, it is 
well that outsiders try to understand what made 
Russia what it was and what it may again 
become. For this purpose, the sanitised theories 
of left-liberal academia are virtually useless. In 
this refreshingly honest and fascinating book 
Mr. Johnson has pointed the way to a more 
informed perspective. 

JOHN TYNDALL 
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Letters 



SIR: Hard on the heels of the Association of 
Chief Police Officers’ decision to ban BNP 
membership for police officers, now we’re 
told civil servants may also operate a similar 
ban. This announcement comes with the 
pious declaration that “public servants must 
be seen to be impartial in discharging their 
duty to Britain’s multi-racial society.” Note 
the weasel words, implying that duty to the 
British people means the same thing as 
supporting the present government’s policies 
on multi-racialism and everything else. If 
democracy means anything at all, it has to 
serve the will of the majority of the public. 

But the present Government got less than 30 
per cent electoral support in the last general 
election; and it certainly has no mandate to 
create a multi-racial Britain. 

We must therefore make a very important 
distinction between civil servants and govern¬ 
ment servants (‘apparatchiks’ in the former 
USSR). Does anyone seriously believe that 
all our civil servants are dedicated Labour 
supporters and multi-racialists? 

To deserve the title, a civil servant has to 
put his or her duty to the British people 
before that of obedience to an unrepresent¬ 
ative government. And just imagine the 
screams of ‘anti-fascist’ outrage if any other 
government announced it was excluding 
Labour supporters from the Civil Service! 

The sobering fact remains that civil 
servants, like everybody else, are entitled to 
support any legitimate political party; and 
they are not required to wear badges 
denoting their membership of the BNP or 
any other political party. Until such time as 
voting is supervised by the Race Relations 
industry, therefore, the prohibition of BNP 
support in the police, Civil Service and any¬ 
where else is unenforceable. 

FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 
Louth, Lines. 

SIR: Behind the proposal that civil servants 
be banned from membership of the British 
National Party there is the grossest humbug. 
The proposal is defended on the grounds 
that such people must be impartial in their 
dealings with ethnic minorities and Whites. 
Implicit in this is the suggestion that BNP 
members and supporters are not so. But any 
civil servant who wants to keep his job would 
observe strict impartiality in all such dealings, 
regardless of his views about the presence 
of ethnic minorities in the country, just as any 
sensible police officer would. If any breach of 
this rule occurred in either case, there are 
procedures within both professions for 
dealing with it, and those procedures should 
be used quite regardless of the offender’s 
political affiliations, if any. 


From my wide acquaintance with BNP 
people, I would aver that only a tiny few 
would allow their views about immigration 
and multi-racialism to influence their 
dealings with members of ethnic minorities 
as individuals. Much more is it likely that 
‘liberals’ and folk of left-wing persuasion 
would exercise their own particular bigotry in 
dealing with nationalists. But of course no 
one is suggesting that there be legislation 
affecting their employment in the police or 
Civil Service! 

The true motive that I believe lies behind 
these bans and proposed bans is that this 
Government wants to create a situation in 
which anyone in an esteemed career or 
profession will be terrified to be identified in 
any way with a party like the BNP - thus 
depriving the party of the participation of a 
great many able to bring their skills, expertise 
and reputations to its service . 

B.N.P. SUPPORTER 
Name and address supplied 

SIR: Nick Griffin’s proposals (for the moment 
shelved) to change the constitution of the 
British National Party to allow non-Whites to 
be members, on the basis of some purely 
hypothetical legislation, is scandalous. The 
admission of such people to BNP member¬ 
ship without any such legal obligation would 
split the party from top to bottom. 

I suspect that this and other ‘liberal’ 
postures of the past year or two were thought 
up with precisely such a split in mind, these 
being aimed at driving genuine nationalists 
out of the party so that it can be ‘re-invented’ 
in a way that bears not the slightest resem¬ 
blance to the party of 22 years ago, founded 
by John Tyndall and colleagues. 

MARK TWIDDY 
London E.7 

SIR: I have followed the leadership contest 
between Messrs. Tyndall and Griffin through 
the columns of Spearhead and other indep¬ 
endent publications like Heritage & Destiny. 

Whilst never having had the pleasure of 
meeting Mr. Tyndall nor hearing him speak 
live, I have, as a member of the ‘Cadre’ 
National Front in the 1980s, certainly met Mr. 
Griffin. I found him to be an extremely 
dubious and dodgy character. “All things to 
all men” is a phrase which springs to mind in 
any dealings I had with him - facts confirmed 
in both your journal and anything else written 
about him. 

Mr. Grifffin appears keen on the court 
system. Strange then that Martin Webster 
was not pursued through this system in a 
libel action for his claims of a homosexual 
relationship with Griffin years ago. Of course, 
were these repeated in the BNP, expulsion 
would be automatic! 

Might I conclude by wishing Mr. Tyndall, 
a man of great integrity, every good wish in 
his bid to rescue the BNP from otherwise 
inevitable destruction by Mr. Griffin and his 
bought functionaries and drones. 

G.A. CUMMING 
Glasgow 

SIR: The News of the World poll over which 
would be the best party to deal with the 
current immigration crisis shows Tories with 


24 per cent support, Labour 15 per cent, 
LibDems 9 per cent and the BNP 3 per cent! 

My maths were never good when I was 
at school, but I make that 51 per cent in total. 
What about the other 49 per cent? Are we to 
believe they have no opinion? Pull the other 
one! 

MIKE ROBINSON 
Sharnford, Leics. 

SIR: Clearly, Russian President Vladimir 
Putin is the current universal ‘Big Bad Guy’ in 
the eyes of the liberal establishment. There¬ 
fore when news came through of the school 
massacre in Beslan it was predictable that 
the mass media in Britain would be falling 
over each other to land him with the blame. 

Putin was in fact placed in one of the 
worst possible of no-win situations. He would 
be damned if he ordered his security forces 
to go in strongly; he would be damned if he 
didn’t. Among the armchair warriors of West¬ 
minster and the British press there were, 
needless to say, plenty who were quite sure 
they would have done better in similar 
circumstances. 

But we need to look at this issue in a 
wider context. Though they will not admit it, 
the globalists in what used to be the ‘West’ 
actually welcome any and every incident of 
Chechen terrorism which puts Putin on the 
spot, and it leads to the question of who 
actually is supporting and funding the 
Chechens. In this regard, a statement in 
June this year by Russian General Leonid 
Ivashov should be of interest. He said:- 

“A terrorist network to undermine Russia 
is organised and co-ordinated from 
London. There, under the wing of British 
intelligence, thrive the world’s most radical 
Islamic terrorist organisations... In London 
are also located the nerve centres of 
Chechen terrorism along with the bank 
accounts of the terrorists.” 

GERALD PRINCE 
Hull, East Yorks. 

(EDITOR’S NOTE: Mr. Prince has raised a 
most interesting point in this letter. Relevant 
to the issue is John Morse’s article beginning 
on page 18). 

SIR: For many years, Andrew Alexander in 
his Friday column in the Daily Mail has 
seemed to shine like a beacon of light to 
nationalists in his usually sensible coverage 
of topical issues and his devastating demol¬ 
itions of politically correct idiocies. Perhaps 
some readers of the column might have got 
the idea that he was ‘one of us’. 

Not so. In the column on August 20th 
Alexander titled his article ‘Why we need 
more mixed marriages’. No, he was not 
pulling our legs; he was actually recommen¬ 
ding marriages between Whites and ethnic 
minorities as a solution to our racial troubles. 

Some will regard this as a ‘sell-out’, but 
they would be mistaken. In fact we (this letter 
writer included) have been deceiving our¬ 
selves all this time. There was nothing there 
to sell. Alexander has exposed himself as 
just another right-wing Tory, and we should 
have expected nothing else of him. 

R.W. SHELDON 
Manchester 
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Rule of the People? 

Mr. Geoff Hoon, laughably 
known as our Defence 
Minister, has sent six British 
taxpayers’ Harrier GR7 
bombers to Kandahar to 
ensure that Afghanistan’s 
general election, due to be 
held on October 9th, goes with 
a swing. Meanwhile, our own 
Electoral Commission reports 
that in Britain complaints of 
intimidation, fraud and bribery 
were widespread, mainly in 
ethnic minority areas, during 
local elections last June. Most 
of the problems centred on the 
newly introduced postal voting 
fiasco which, predictably, 
offered an open window of 
opportunity to fraudsters and 
bully boys. One postman was 
threatened with having his 
throat cut, postboxes were set 
on fire and the Royal Mail had 
to replace its red vans with 
white ones to protect staff. 

One of several petitions has 
alleged that: “A blind eye is 
turned by elements in the 
Labour Party organisation to 
these activities because they 
benefit the Labour Party.” It is 
always easy to be wise after 
the event but surely, in retro¬ 
spect, it would have been 
useful if a few of our jump-jets 
had been deployed closer to 
home! 

Sodom and Gomorrah 
... and Berlin 

In a recent article dealing 
with the seedier side of life in 
Germany’s capital city the 
writer noted that “In the few 
shining (sic) years between 
Prussian pomp and Nazi 
nihilism, the cabaret scene 
played a key role in Berlin’s 
social life. At the time, the city 
was unparalleled as a centre 
of sexual freedom and, until 
the Nazis came to power and 
put a stop to the party, Berlin 
was estimated to have 400 gay 
bars. Today Berlin is once 
again a centre of gay life. 
Isherwood’s old neighbour¬ 
hood, around Nollendorf- 
strasse, is about as heterosex¬ 
ual as Old Compton Street.” 

Readers should note that 
in the above context the word 
‘gay’ does not refer to folk 
who are cheerful and light¬ 
hearted, but is used as an 
euphemism (invented, we 
suppose, by some facetious 
half-wit) for those who 
practise sodomy. Would it be 
altogether surprising if 
ordinary decent, hard-work¬ 
ing, respectable Berliners 


THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 

Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


started to think it might be a 
good idea to put the clock 
back? 

Where your 
money goes 

659 x £200,000 (the average 
cost of an MP) comes to £132 
million every year. But on top 
of salaries and allowances 
come the expense of running 
the House of Commons (staff, 
security, accommodation, 
equipment etc.), which brings 
the total bill up to nearly £270 
million - which is £409,000 per 
member. Hardly a bargain 
when you consider what we 
get for it! But cross over to 
Brussels and it gets much 
worse. The ‘gravy train’ syn¬ 
drome means that each of our 
78 Euro MPs costs us no less 
than £1,138,000 per annum; 
and the price, as you might 
well expect, rises every year. 
Remember that this is just the 
cost of the Parliament, and 
has nothing to do with the 
billions that the European 
Commission chucks away and 
loses from fraud. And do bear 
in mind that this superfluous 
legislature does little more 
than rubber-stamp the daft 
proposals of the Commission, 
which are, in turn, very largely 
rubber-stamped at Westmin¬ 
ster. It is not a question of 
whether we get out, but when! 

Footnote: Those wishing to visit 
the sheep pen where acts of 
blatant treachery are regularly 
perpetrated or condoned can 
purchase a £800 guided tour of 
the Commons from ‘English 
Manners’, a company 30 per - 
cent owned by Jonathan Sayeed 
MP, and managed by main 
shareholder Alexandra 
Messervy, who is also Sayeed’s 
constituency assistant. Note 
that the company’s published 
accounts disclose fees of £1,000 
paid to Sayeed for conducting 
wealthy Americans around the 
House. Has the principle that 
MPs should never use the 
Palace of Westminster for 
commercial gain been ever so 
slightly breached? 


A word of warning 

Be on your guard against 
commercials featuring amiable 
and persuasive ‘celebrities’ 
offering loan deals which may 
almost convince you that the 
lender is some sort of charity. 
Often you will be invited to put 
your house at risk and, even if 
the so-called ‘consolidation’ 
of your debt with lower 
monthly payments seems 
attractive, remember that you 
will end up paying much, 
much more because of the 
inevitable longer repayment 
period. Fred Foolish (not his 
real name but an appropriate 
one) borrowed £24,200 from 
First Plus, a subsidiary of 
Barclays, your friendly neigh¬ 
bourhood bank, and also 
forked out £4,823 for payment 
protection insurance. His 
commitment to pay £350 a 
month for 25 years will cost 
him £105,078. Now that is 
usury! 

It must not go on! 

Historians who carry on 
about the depredations of the 
Huns and the Vandals should 
take a look at Peterborough. 
This was one of the main 
areas selected by the Home 
Office in 2000 for dispersing 
(disposing of!) thousands of 
asylum-seekers. Remarkably, 
the small Cambridgeshire city 
has been blessed with none of 
the social and economic 
benefits said to be associated 
with an influx of Iraqis, 
Afghans, Eastern Europeans 
and God knows who else! 
Instead, citizens have exper¬ 
ienced rising lawlessness, 
chronic health problems and 
disruption in their schools. On 
top of all this there have been 
irritating side issues such as 
the case of the Afghan who 
vandalised 38 cars because he 
felt he had been let down by 
the local authority, and the 
mayhem caused when 200 
battling Iraqis and Pakistanis 
decided to sort out their tribal 
problems on our British 
streets. With public services 


overwhelmed, and crime rates 
escalating, it is hardly sur¬ 
prising that Peterborough is 
witnessing racial tension on a 
scale more usually associated 
with larger cities like London 
or Bradford. 

There is quite simply only 
one way to deal with economic 
migrants, asylum-seekers, call 
them what you will. This is to 
usher those landing at Heath¬ 
row, or wherever, straight into 
the departure lounge, and to 
put those disembarking at 
Dover, Southampton, etc., 
back on board the ship that 
brought them here. Meantime 
we need special task forces in 
every constabulary painstak¬ 
ingly to comb their respective 
areas for illegals and crimin¬ 
als. It can be done. Britain 
awake! 

Throwaway degrees 

“Your FRIS.B.S.EE grad- 
uate course will divide into 
three separate but related 
modules. 

1. During Design, Construct¬ 
ion and Production, students 
will spend five weeks in China 
or Taiwan visiting a number of 
factories where the frisbee is 
traditionally manufactured. 

2. In the Basics of Flight Path 
and Trajectory, students will 
be given an overview as to the 
reason why a frisbee floats as 
it spins, but a knowledge of 
the mathematical/scientific 
minutiae will neither be taught 
nor expected. 

3. In Field Work and Practical 
Application you will be 
required to demonstrate the 
skills and expertise derived 
from the above studies. 

Please note that disabled 
students will be provided with 
a border collie, or similar, for 
retrieval purposes.” 

Fiction? Yes, at the 
moment. But for how long? 

When the law is an ass 

Recently, one former juror 
described our judicial system 
as a joke, and we wonder how 
many folk have had exper¬ 
iences similar to hers. For 
example: “In one of my cases 
a large number of police 
officers were paraded as wit¬ 
nesses, and from what I could 
see they were there to be 
vilified as racists, or worse,” 
or “Both victim and accused 
spoke through interpreters... 
though I suspected that one, 
or maybe both, could speak 
English.” 
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PO Box 2471, Hove, 
East Sussex BN3 4DT 


SPEARHEAD BOOKS 


Abolition of Britain, The (Peter Hitchens) £9.95. 

The cultural revolution from Lady Chatterley to 
Tony Blair. 

Adrien Arcand (Unknown Author) £5.00. A 

report of the Kingston Convention and the Massey 
Hall Rally held in Canada in 1938 by the National 
Unity Party, led by Adrien Arcand. 

Advance to Barbarism (F.J.P. Veale) £13.95. 

Shows how warfare has degenerated to some of 
the worst levels in known history. 

Alfred’s Metres of Boethius (ed. Bill Griffiths) 
£14.95. Clarity of text and informative notes give 
this study a most approachable presentation of 
Old English verse. King Alfred rebuilt the Latin 
verses from Boethius’s On The Consolation of 
Philosophy into a new alliterative poetry. 

Alien Menace, The (Lt. Col. A.H. Lane) £4.50. 

Early warnings against immigration. First published 
1928. 

Alternative, The (Hilaire Belloc) £1.00. An article 
originally written during Mr. Belloc’s parliamentary 
days for St. George’s Review, and since revised. 

Anglo-ltalian Symposium 1938, £7.00. Present¬ 
ations by Ezra Pound, Rev. Nye, Father Copleston 
J.C., Lt. Col. Cyril Rocke, Rear Admiral W.E.R. 
Martin and others at the Institute of Cultural Affairs 
in Pavia. 

Arriba Espana (Major F. Yeats Brown) £8.95. An 

eye-witness and professional view of the situation 
in Spain during the Civil War. 

Aspects of Anglo-Saxon Magic (Bill Griffiths) 
£14.95. A neat division between mainstream and 
occult, rational and superstitious, Christian and 
Pagan, is not always easy to discern. The Church 
outlawed practices considered evil, like divination, 
folk healing and spells, while at the same time 
adopting similar rituals itself. 

Assassination, The 
Tragedy of South 
Africa (Jaap A. 

Marais) £6.00. This 
publication charts the 
events which led up to, 
and followed, the 
political murder of Dr. 

Verwoerd and the 
relentless reversion 
back to savagery, 
poverty and horror 
which all thinking 
people knew would 
follow. The author does, however, give a glimpse 
of hope for the future. 

Atrocities: The Moral Question (Sir Oswald 
Mosley) £4.50. How Europe is poisoned by hypo¬ 
crisy and one-sided allegations. 

Banking Swindle, The (Kerry Bolton) £4.50. 

Short biographies of those who have opposed the 
charging of interest on money created by mere 
‘book entry’ without regard to real wealth or 
productive capacity. 

Behind Communism in Africa (Ivor Benson) 
£3.30. A look at the forces that were against white 
South Africa. 

Behind The Lodge Door (Paul A. Fisher) £16.75. 

About the influence of Masonic secret societies on 
church and state. 

Best Democracy Money Can Buy, The (Greg 
Palast) £9.95. An investigative reporter exposes 


The prices given here include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. 

For postage overseas please enquire before 
ordering. 

Payments should be made to 'Spearhead 
Books' and sent to the above address. 

Spearhead Books handles works by numer¬ 
ous and varied independent authors. It should 
not need stating that the publisher of Spear¬ 
head may not necessarily endorse all the 
contents of these works. 

the truth about globalisation, corporate confidence 
tricks and high finance fraudsters. 

Bible and Race, The (Capt. Kenneth McKilliam) 
£1.50. A little booklet to enable clerics and others 
to understand the Bible and its message in 
support of racial differences. 

Biology of the Race Problem (Professor W. 
George) £3.30. A comprehensive introduction to 
racial differences with indisputable scientific data. 

Bitter Harvest (Ian Smith) £20.00. About the 
great betrayal and the dreadful aftermath of 
‘independence’ in Rhodesia by Africa’s most 
controversial leader. 

British Peace and How to Get it, The (Sir 
Oswald Mosley) £4.00. A proposal for a negot¬ 
iated peace in 1940 with Empire intact and people 
safe. 

British Press, The (‘Boreas’) £2.75. Although 
this was published in 1939, readers will spot an 
uncanny similarity with the situation in Britain 
today. 

Dark Age Naval Power (John Haywood) £14.95. 

A reassessment of Frankish and Anglo-Saxon 
seafaring activity. 

Dartmoor Massacre, The (Vivian Bird) £6.00. In 

1812 American prisoners were held in Dartmoor 
prison. This is the account of their fate. 

Deculturalisation of the English People (John 
Lovejoy) £5.95. The sad story of the process by 
which the English people are in essence being 
destroyed, and a remedy to reverse the situation. 

Demjanjuk Affair, The (Yoram Sheftel) £23.00. 

The rise and fall of a show trial. 

Ethnostate, The (Wilmot Robertson) £15.95. A 

brilliant blueprint for a post-liberal society where 
race becomes a constructive binding agent. A 
book to provoke much thought on why you think as 
you do. 

Evita, The New Feminism (Evita Peron) £3.90. A 

selection of essays by this most revered person¬ 
ality. 

Fable of the Ducks and the Hens, The (George 
Lincoln Rockwell) £5.00. A colourful cartoon- 
style A-4 book telling the story of ‘asylum-seekers’ 
in a modern parable form. An excellent gift for 
children. 

Facing the Abyss (A.K. Chesterton) £3.50. The 

first leader of the National Front reveals secret 
forces behind world events. 

Ferenc Szalasi and the Arrow Cross (Pablo de 
Vago) £3.30. In faraway Hungary, a country about 
which most people know little, an epic struggle 
took place and a system called co-nationalism 
developed. 


Fiend and Felon (Gerd Honsik) £10.50. The 

author shows the unsavoury side of the character 
of Simon Wiesenthal, the notorious ‘nazi-hunter’. 

Generalship of Alexander the Great, The (Major 
General J.F.C. Fuller) £7.25. A biography and 
study of one of the world’s greatest war leaders. 

Giant With Feet of Clay (Jurgen Graf) £10.00. A 

thorough critique of Raul Hilberg’s The Destruction 
of European Jewry. 

Great Money Reformers (L. Wise) £9.00. Three 
booklets which detail the lives and ideas of Silvio 
Gesell, Arthur Kitson and Frederick Soddy 
regarding the ‘Money Question’. A valuable back¬ 
ground for all those who are interested in Social 
Credit ideas. 

Hoax of the 20th Century, The (Prof. A.R. Butz) 
£15.00. The most famous, and indeed seminal, 
work, on ‘Holocaust’ revisionism. 

Hobbit, The (J.R.R. 

Tolkien) £6.95. The 

moral imperatives of 
the Northern European 
shine through in this 
great saga. 

Horus Saves (E.A. 

McCallum) £5.80. An 

historical novel illustrat¬ 
ing conquests of 
nations by religion. 

Irish Blueshirts (Keith 
Thompson) £2.50. 

About an organisation 
set firmly against both the IRA and Communism. 

Iron Curtain Over America (John Beaty) £7.50. 

The long story about the epic struggle between 
Asia and Europe, from the Teutonic Knights to the 
Communist nuclear spies. 

Iron Heel, The (Jack London) £5.50. Deals with 
the financial oligarchy. 

Islam and the Reich (Atualla Bogdan Kopanski 
PhD.) £3.50. A fascinating account of how 
members of the Islamic community volunteered to 
enlist in the German forces wherever and 
whenever they had the opportunity. 

Jew, the Gipsy and El Islam, The (Sir Richard 
F. Burton) £19.00. This famous explorer, writer 
and adventurer reveals all he discovered during 
his exciting life. 

King Arthur’s Place in Pre-History (W.A. 
Cummins) £10.95. A legend traced back to the 
Bronze Age, possibly linked to Stonehenge and 
the early Wessex culture. 

Land Rights and Birth Rights (Peter B. English) 
£12.00. Exposes a great Australian hoax. An 
examination of the rights to ownership of former 
aboriginal land. 

Letters of T.E. Lawrence, The (Edited by M. 
Brown) £9.25. An essential book for Lawrence 
enthusiasts. 

Leuchter Report, The (Fred Leuchter) £4.50. A 

professional forensic examination of the alleged 
‘gas chambers’ at Auschwitz. 

Man and Technics (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. A 

contribution of ideas and philosophy by a great 
thinker. 
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March to Sanity (Maj. Gen. J.F.C. Fuller) £4.20. 

Commonsense ideas that could have saved 
Britain from the horrors of war. 

Mead-Hall, The (Stephen Pollington) £14.95. 

Communal meals were an important feature of 
Anglo-Saxon society. Some were ritual and others 
informal. A comprehensive study of the subject is 
here presented. 

Mosley’s Blackshirt Airmen (Keith Thompson) 
£3.00. About aircraft-makers, airmen and war 
heroes. 


Motorways for Britain (Alexander Raven 
Thompson) £1.50. Constructive solutions for 
traffic chaos. First published in 1937. 

My Banned Holocaust Interview (Carlo 
Mattogno) £6.50. A leading Italian history revis¬ 
ionist had his studies and conclusions banned. 
This is his work published privately. 


Myth of the Noble Savage, The (Kerry Bolton) 
£6.75. About the falsification of history as a 
cultural weapon. 


Nameless War, The 
(Capt. A.H.M. 

Ramsay) £11.00. A 

nationalist classic. The 
struggle for the soul of 
Europe and the White 
Race. About the hidden 
forces behind World 
War II and the identity 
of the real victors. 

Nanny Knows Best 
(A. Rosenbaum) 

£4.95. A not too far¬ 
fetched tale of political 
correctness that has become insane. 


THE 

NAMELESS 
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Occupation (Paul Comben) £3.00. A book of 
nationalist poetry. 

Open Sesame (B.E. Biggs) £1.50. Poetry from a 
stalwart patriot. 

Origins of the Second World War (A.J.P. 
Taylor) £9.75. The classic work by this most 
respected historian, which began the trend 
towards revising many previously held views on 
the causes of World War II. 


Palestine Catastrophe (Michael Palumbo) 
£9.00. A book about the 1948 expulsion of a 
people from their homes and lands. 


Party System, The (Hilaire Belloc and Cecil 
Chesterton) £4.00. A critique of the fraudulent 
parliamentary system. First written in 1911, this 
edition has a preface by Aidan Mackey. 

Pawns in the Game (William Guy Carr) £14.95. 

A classic conspiracy expose. 

Peace Weavers and Shield Maidens (Kathleen 
Herbert) £4.95. About women in early English 
society. One thousand years before the Normans 
came, British women were playing an important 
role in the making of our nation. 

Perkin Warbeck Conspiracy, The (Ian Arthur- 
son) £10.95. Warbeck claimed to be one of the 
Princes murdered in the Tower of London. He was 
used by those in power and came close to 
changing the course of European history. 

Poisoned Chalice (Henry Klein) £4.50. The 

autobiographical story of the lawyer who defended 
those who wanted peace with Germany during the 
‘Great Sedition Trial’ in the USA. 

Policeman’s Narrative, A (Henry A. Clark) £7.00. 

About witchcraft and murder in Zimbabwe. 


Populism and Elitism (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.95. A study of the influences of Elite groups on 
societies throughout history. 

Prodigal Genius (John J. O’Neill) £18.50. The 

life of Nikola Tesla, the great inventor whom 
history forgot. 

Racial Realities In Europe (Lothrop Stoddard) 
£7.25. An examination of the various ethnic types 
that made up modern Europe before the recent 
black invasion. 

Religious Attitudes of the Indo-Europeans 
(Prof. Hans Gunther) £7.95. Translated by the 
late Vivian Bird. A study of the pre-Christian faiths 
of our people. 

Revisionist, The (Journal for Critical Historical 
Inquiry) £10.00 each. The first and third volumes 
of the latest findings of researchers into the ‘Holo¬ 
caust’ and the issues that surround it. A must for 
all those involved in ‘Holocaust Studies’. 


Palestine question. 

Thinkers of the Right: Challenging Materialism 
(Kerry Bolton) £12.50. Great writers and thinkers 
of the 20th century who supported the ‘Radical 
Right’. Among the personalities covered are 
Evola, Marinetti, Williamson, Campbell, Yeats, 
Pound, Mishima and D.H. Lawrence. 

Tomb of English People, The (Duncan Balmer) 
£8.70. This new book gives a concise history of 
England and contemptuously spurns political 
correctness. As the author points out, the graves 
of our ancestors may be found all over the earth, 
but our influence remains. 

Torture (A Report from the CDL) £3.30. The 

other side of the war propaganda coin. A compil¬ 
ation of the evidence which shows that the United 
States Army used cruel and barbaric methods of 
torture upon its prisoners when the Second World 
War was over. A timely report sub-titled ‘From 
Germany to Iraq’. 


Robin Hood (J. Ritson) 
£11.50. Ancient poems, 
songs and ballads. First 
published in 1795. 
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Runes (J. Dees) 

£11.95. An entertaining 
and instructive book on 
the meaning of these 
ancient symbols and 
the mythology of each 
individual sign. A 
beautiful production. 

Seeing Red, Being 
Green (Denis Hill) £10.50. The autobiography of 
a working-class man who began as a communist 
and then, due to a process of logical deduction 
and experience, developed views that would make 
him welcome at any gathering of the BNP. 



Selections From BUF Quarterly (Ed. Dr. E.R. 
Fields) £10.00. A fascinating collection of writings 
originally published circa 1935-40 by such person¬ 
alities as Anne Brock Griggs, Ezra Pound, Roy 
Campbell, Wyndham Lewis, A.K.Chesterton, Prof. 
A.P. Laurie and others. 


Serpent’s Walk (Randolph D. Calverhall) £7.95. 

A fictional story of a revolution in 2049. This time, 
as the author says, “The Good Guys Win.” 

Six Million Reconsidered (David McCalden) 
£5.95. An illustrated history of ‘holocausts’ 
throughout the ages. 136 pages. 

Soviet Evidence of Katyn (Carlos Porter) £2.75. 

A detailed exposure of the Soviet lies regarding 
the brutal Katyn killings and how the Germans 
were blamed. 


Stranger Than Fiction (Anon.) £6.00. An 

amazing and detailed report of the ‘hidden hand’ 
behind the destruction of the World Trade Centre. 
Convincing and authenticated revelations and 
research. 

Tastes of Anglo-Saxon England (Mary Savelli) 
£4.95. 46 recipes that will enable you to enjoy 
flavours widely known in Anglo-Saxon England 
but rarely experienced today. 

That Bastard Churchill (Major M.F. Thurgood) 
£5.60. A blistering attack on the warlord Churchill 
and an exposure of his disastrous financial 
policies, vile temper, tragic wartime strategy, 
alcoholism and pet foibles. 

They Dare Speak Out (Paul Findley) £16.95. 

Many examples of how the Israeli lobby in the 
USA ruins politicians, academics and patriotic 
citizens who dare even to ask for debate on the 


Towards World Government (Deirdre Manifold) 
£10.75. A timely warning of the coming world 
dictatorship. 

Turner Diaries, The (Andrew McDonald) £9.50. 

An exciting futuristic tale of the white backlash. 

Twins - Black and White (R. Travis Osborne) 
£14.95. A detailed study of 496 pairs of black and 
white twins, ranging in age from 12 to 20, with the 
results. 

Tyr: Myth, Culture, Tradition (J. Buckley, C. 
Cleary and M. Moynihan) £12.50. A publication 
that celebrates the traditional myths, cultures and 
social institutions of pre-Christian, pre-modern 
Europe. It stands for radical traditionalism, 
rejecting the materialist code of ‘quantity over 
quality’. 

Under the Flat Stones (Ted Budden) £4.50. 

Some of the best essays from this popular and 
humorous nationalist. 

Ventilations (Wilmot Robertson) £9.50. A series 
of essays from the celebrated author of The Dis¬ 
possessed Majority, covering many aspects of 
racial nationalism and revealing great perception 
and knowledge of world events. 

White Fang/Call of the Wild (Jack London) 
£5.50. London’s much acclaimed works which 
explore the kingdom of the wolf. 

White Power (George Lincoln Rockwell) £11.00. 

One of those books never to be forgotten. The 
ship of state, the friends of the captain and the 
disaster! 

Why Civilisations Self-Destruct (Elmer Pendell) 
£10.30. An examination of the reasons why 
societies die out, with examples from ancient to 
modern times. 

Wotan (Carl Gustav Jung) £3.50. An examin¬ 
ation of the Northern God Wotan as an archetypal 
image deep within the 
European psyche. 

Zionist Factor, The 
(Ivor Benson) £13.95. 

Developments in the 
Middle East which 
threaten to draw all 
mankind into the catas¬ 
trophe of another world 
war make it more 
urgently necess- ary 
than ever before to 
explore Zionism as one 
of the major forces 
shaping our world. 
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SENSATIONAL WIN AT DAGENHAM! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY fought and 
won a very successful by-election in the 
Goresbrook ward of Dagenham, East 
London, on Thursday, the 16th September 
(coincidentally 11 years to the day since our 
last London seat was won, in Millwall ward, by 
Derek Beacon). The landslide result of 1,072 
votes was achieved by concentrated can¬ 
vassing, involving BNP activists from all over 
London knocking on doors and speaking to 
and winning over thousands of potential 
voters. With early encouraging responses 
from the electorate, we knew our candidate 
Dan Kelley was going to get a very good vote, 
but never in our wildest imagination did we 
realise that he would get in by a huge 
landslide, receiving a staggering 51.7 per 
cent of the total- more votes than all the other 
candidates put together! 

The London BNP election team knew 
Goresbrook was our best ward in the entire 
Greater London area from the election data 
we had obtained from the GLA and Euro 
election results back in June. Eddy Butler, the 
party’s election officer, did a marvellous job in 
co-ordinating the activists, producing the 
election material and recording the canvass 
returns. We managed to use the postal 
ballots to our advantage and the BNP also got 
involved in some community work by cleaning 
up some of the awful graffiti which blights the 
area. This was a real vote-winner with locals, 
as the council doesn’t seem to care in the 
slightest about the quality of their environ¬ 
ment. 

Many potential voters told us frankly on 
the doorsteps that they had had enough of 
the lies and deceit of the New Labour officials 



NEW COUNCILLOR 
Victorious BNP candidate Dan Kelley 


at the Town Hall and Whitehall, and that the 
white working-class people in Dagenham 
have been treated diabolically, with the only 
people benefiting being African immigrants 
and bogus asylum-seekers. Incidentally, the 
large numbers of Nigerians being shipped 
into Dagenham from Hackney is very notice¬ 
able: many residents told us that as soon as a 
council property becomes vacant, Africans 
are moved into it within weeks. Richard Barn- 
brook, the London regional organiser, and his 
team worked tirelessly to obtain this fantastic 
result for Londoners, and it has given the 
ordinary hard-oppressed folk hope and faith 
that we will eventually win our capital city 
back from the race traitors like ‘Red Ken’ 
Livingstone, who presently rule the roost. 

Incidentally, Livingstone is hopping mad 
the BNP has won the seat, and he was 
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quoted as saying after hearing of the result 
that “every progressive Londoner should 
wake up because the BNP is a bigger threat 
then ever, and they threaten everything which 
makes London such a wonderful diverse 
city.” Praise indeed! 

During the campaign the pathetic local 
Labour party delivered two separate smear 
leaflets against the BNP, but its efforts failed 
miserably. It also drafted in local Jewish 
left-wing MP and ex-council leader of Isling¬ 
ton, Margaret Hodge, to campaign against 
us, to no avail. As for the loony far-left dregs 
and degenerates from ANAL, they were 
nowhere to be seen. Interestingly, the Tory 
vote was down from the June election in the 
area. 

This incredible result is a great boost for 
white Londoners and the whole nation, who 
have gained hope and encouragement from 
our victory! 

REPORT FROM BOB GERTNER 


The Eleventh Hour 

The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub¬ 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser¬ 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ¬ 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.78 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.45 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 
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AROUND sixty nationalists attended a lively 
meeting held on the 1 st of September in 
Wigan, Lancs. With Spearhead editor John 
Tyndall as main guest speaker and in view of 
the current constitutional uncertainty concern¬ 
ing his eligibility to address official British 
National Party meetings, this meeting was just 
designated a ‘nationalist’ one, with all comers 
welcome. It was chaired by Ian Hague from 
Wigan BNP, and although most in attendance 
where BNP supporters there was a good turn¬ 
out of other nationalists. 

Mr. Hague introduced the first speaker, 
Tess Culnane from Bromley & Lewisham 
BNP in London, who gave an excellent speech 
about the Battle of Britain Memorial in Folke¬ 
stone, Kent. She described how a young 
British pilot was immortalised there in stone, 
gazing out over the channel, symbolically 
protecting our country. 

The irony, she said, was that two miles in 
either direction, one way Dover the other way 
Folkestone, we were being invaded daily. 

Mrs. Culnane went on to say that many of 
our sleepwalking countrymen knew this was 
happening but refused to wake up and support 
us the BNP. 

She also spoke about Christianity and how 
some of our children do not know the meaning 
of the word, how our ancestors had fought and 
died to build a Christian civilisation and how 
we must fight to protect everything British. 

She related how Muslim mosques and Hindu 
temples were now appearing every- where in 
our homeland and spoke of the large numbers 
of people attending these whilst our Christian 
churches were often empty or closed 
due to a lack of parishioners. 


Excellent Wigan meeting 


Mrs. Culnane received a standing ovation 
from those present. 

An excellent fare was provided during the 
interval, and sales of Spearhead flourished. 
Also on sale was How it was Done , the story 
of rise of Burnley BNP by Steven Smith, and 
copies of this new booklet were eagerly 
snapped up. 

Ian Hague started the second half of the 
meeting by stating that he personally would be 
supporting John Tyndall in his forthcoming 
BNP leadership challenge. 

He then introduced John Tyndall, some 
parts of whose speech were very humorous, 
including an excerpt from a report on how 
British doctors’ instructions were written up 
in India, and how they were unreadable to the 
point of being comical. 

He went on to attack the main parties, 
giving examples of how over fifty years they 
had sold the British people down the river. He 
catalogued their lamentable record of imperial 
surrender, industrial decline and social disin¬ 
tegration. He slammed their open-door imm¬ 
igration policies and he analysed their failures 
over hospitals, schools and transport. He went 
on to condemn utterly the present Govern- 
ment’s war against Iraq. He spoke of Tony 
Blair the ‘war lord’, and asked the audience to 
imagine fragile Tony on a barrack square 
being drilled by an old-style army sergeant. 
After ten minutes, he said, Blair would have 
to be invalided out with a nervous breakdown! 

This was followed by a brief outline of the 



WIGAN MEETING 
Tyndall speaks 


positive aims of the BNP. Mr. Tyndall then 
ended that today Britain was at war. The war 
was not in foreign parts; it was here. “We 
must fight on,” he said, “until our enemies 
are destroyed and the war is won! ” 

The speech was greeted by a long 
standing ovation. 

Report from Wigan BNP 


THAT BAN: Mr. GRIFFIN GETS READ THE RIOT ACT 


The following is part of a letter written by a 
firm of London solicitors acting for John Tyndall 
to BNP chairman Nick Griffin concerning the 
latter’s attempted ban on Mr. Tyndall speaking at 
meetings of the British National Party:- 

D ear Mr. Griffin, 

We are again acting for Mr. John Tyndall 
over a matter of dispute, which could, if not 
resolved satisfactorily, end in court action. 

We understand from our client that you have 
made a ruling that he is not permitted to speak at 
meetings of the British National Party. We further 
understand that recently there was a suspension 
of a BNP branch and its organiser on the grounds 
that they had acted in defiance of this ruling. We 
believe that the suspension of the branch and 
organiser have been lifted but that the ban on 
Mr. Tyndall speaking is still in force and that, 
should any branch or organiser act in future in 
defiance of the ban, they, together with the 
speaker, would be subject to disciplinary action. 

We should advise you that, as Mr. Tyndall is 
a currently paid-up member of the British 
National Party, and has not been subjected to 
any disciplinary action whereby he would have 
earned any disciplinary punishment, he is fully 
entitled to the same membership rights as any¬ 
one else in the party, and these include the right 
to speak at party meetings if he wishes and if he 
is so invited. 


We have been advised by our client that, if he 
should speak at a future BNP meeting and is 
thereupon subjected to any disciplinary action as 
if he had committed some disciplinary offence, 
and furthermore if others who are parties to him 
speaking at such a meeting are likewise discip¬ 
lined, legal proceedings will be taken against 
you which, in default of an immediate settlement, 
would result in the matter being taken to court. 
The action in such a court would rest on the 
claim that your own action would be ultra vires - 
in that you would have imposed a 'punishment ' 
upon the aggrieved party (ies) where the party’s 
rules give you no power to do so. 

Yours, etc. 


In a separate letter to Mr. Tyndall a partner 
in the solicitor’s firm said: “I have spoken to 

.about your case and we both feel that you 

have strong grounds on which to pursue an 
action. The rules do not allow a restriction to be 
put on party members in this way. Therefore they 
are acting ultra vires - outside the scope of the 
rules.” 

This solicitor’s opinion would, ipso facto , 
apply to Richard Edmonds or any other BNP 
member whom Mr. Griffin chose to ban from 
speaking at party meetings in the same circum¬ 
stances. 

It is very much hoped that this ridiculous 
matter can now be put to rest. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 

Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent, 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence another need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested - in which case 
an SAE would be appreciated. Thanks. 
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Spearhead gathering 
breaks all records! 


THE Friends of Spearhead annual lunch, 
held on the 25th September in a pleasant 
hotel setting in the Midlands, was easily the 
best-attended so far. Some 90 people were 
present. The occasion was an important one, 
as one of the main purposes was for the 
speakers to rally support for John Tyndall’s 
coming bid for the leadership of the British 
National Party. 

After everyone had had an enjoyable buffet 
meal John Morse as chairman opened the 
proceedings by introducing Richard Edmonds 
as first speaker. Mr. Edmonds forcefully 
made three indictments against the current 
BNP leadership. Against all political good 
sense, it had committed excessive party 
resources to the contesting of unwinnable 
seats in the Euro elections; it had caused 
deep divisions in the party by its bid (since 
shelved) to admit non-white members; and it 
had brought great public embarrassment to 
the party by failing to get its accounts in to 
the Electoral Commission on time. 

Tess Culnane of Bromley & Lewisham 
BNP followed, and reeled off a long list of 
people who had been unjustly hounded out 
of the party by the Griffin leadership. She 
ended by calling upon everyone to support 


Friends of Spearhead lunch 

SPEECHES ON VIDEO! 

Video Recordings of the speeches made 
in the after-lunch session of the Friends of 
Spearhead gathering on September 25th, 
reported on this page, are now available. 
Hear Richard Edmonds, Tess Culnane, Peter 
Rushton, John Tyndall and chairman for the 
afternoon John Morse. 

Send £10.00 to Tyr Services, BCM Tyr, 
London WC1N3XX. 

STOP PRESS 

Here we go again: 
Tyndall suspended! 

Just as we go to the printers, Spearhead 
editor John Tyndall has received a notific¬ 
ation from Tony Lecomber that he has been 
suspended from BNP membership and is to 
face a whole shoal of disciplinary charges 
clearly framed with the intention of getting 
him expelled from the party. This comes 
shortly after the announcement of his inten¬ 
tion to challenge Nick Griffin for the party 
leadership. 

Fuller details will be provided next month. 


John Tyndall’s leadership challenge. 

Next was Peter Rushton, who gave some 
interesting figures from the 2001 general 
election to refute the claim that it was the 
‘Griffin factor’ which was responsible for 
the big surge in the BNP’s support. 

John Tyndall spoke last, indicting the 
leadership again for causing demoralisation 
in the party by divisive policies. He said the 
BNP must be a party in which, unlike those 
of the mainstream, people participated out of 
idealism and honour rather than for personal 
gain. He warned that the struggle to recap¬ 
ture the party would not be easy but the job 
had to be done. 



TESS CULNANE TAKES THE FLOOR 


There followed an interesting question 
time before people congregated in the bar 
for a last few drinks before going home. The 
event was a huge success and greatly en¬ 
joyed by those present. 



RICHARD EDMONDS SPEAKS 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 

The best articles and news items 
published in Spearhead in recent months 
can now be seen on the Spearhead 
website. You can visit this site at:- 

www.spearhead-uk.com 


Spearhead Group 

The Spearhead Group is a non-party organisation dedicated to the defence 
and promotion of genuine racial nationalism in Britain and opposition to any 
liberalising or ‘watering-down’ tendencies in the nationalist movement. 

The SG aims to promote the circulation of Spearhead magazine - something 
particularly necessary in view of the rule under which Spearhead is banned from 
sale or display at British National Party meetings. 

The SG should not be confused with the Friends of Spearhead, which is 
primarily a fund-raising body. The SG is independent of any political party and is 
also independent of Spearhead itself. It is not a part of the Spearhead organis¬ 
ation but is entirely self-regulating. The editor of Spearhead is sympathetic to its 
aims and appreciative of its support and work but does not regulate its activities. 

The SG does not have a formal membership, with subscriptions, cards, etc. 
Those interested in helping in its work should make contact by writing to PO Box 
156, Leeds LS27 8WW. The SG’s e-mail address is:- 

<spearhead.group@ntlworld.com> Its free weekly online bulletin can be read 
on:- <nationalist.week@ntlworld.com> Send e-mail to subscribe. 
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